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Multiply the num- 
ber of tons by nine 
cents—the resulting 
sum approximates 
the possible saving 
at your docks or 
terminals 





It will be based on the saving 
actually made by a_ transportation 
company throughout four years of 
handling freight at one of their trans- 
fer points with the 


OTIS INCLINED ELEVATOR 


In addition, this Company endorses the Inclined Elevator as a great convenience, a 
great economizer of time and labor. 





Whenever you can so easily do so, why not find out for yourself by how many dollars 
this equipment can reduce your expense each day, each month, each year? It may prove a 
little less, or it may prove a little more, but if you multiply the number of tons of freight 
handled at your dock or terminal during any given period by nine cents, your estimate of 
saving for that period will not be very far wrong. 


; The Otis Inclined Elevator could cost much more than it does—to install, to operate 
1 —and still pay for its installation in a short time. 


Can you afford to continue losing every day nine cents per ton of Sceigst ? Get the 
; figures before you to-day. Also write for Otis Inclined Elevator Booklet—illustrating and 
, c describing some of its numerous installations. 


OTIS ELEVATOR COMPANY 


Eleventh Ave. and Twenty-sixth St., NEW YORK 
600 West Jackson Boulevard, CHICAGO 
‘ Offices in All Principal Cities of the World 
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LEADING COMMERCIAL AND TRAFFIC ORGANIZATIONS 


The National Industrial Traffic League. 
Object—The object of this league is 
to interchange ideas concerning traffic 
matters, to co-operate with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, state rail- 
road commissions and transportation 
companies in promoting and securing 
better understanding by the public and 
the state and national governments of 
the needs of the traffic world; to secure 
proper legislation where deemed neces- 
sary, and the modification of present 
laws where considered harmful to the 
free interchange of commerce; with the 
view to advance fair dealing and 
promote, conserve and protect the cora- 
mercial and transportation interests. 


Headquarters, Tacoma Bldg., 5 North 
La Salle St., Chicago. 


EL G. WISN... cc ccccccccccces President 
Traffic Commissioner, Toledo Com- 
merce Club, Toledo, Ohio. 

Bs MT ok ooo inte on ctvinees Vice-President 
Commissioner, Freight and Traffic Di- 
vision, Chamber of Commerce, Indian- 


apolis, Ind. 

Oscar F. Bell.. ..... .Secretary-Treasurer 
T. M. Crane Co., 836 South Michigan 
Ave., Chicago, Ill. 

David P. Chinblom........ Asst. Secretary 


56 North La Salle St., Chicago. 

National Implement and Vehicle Associa- 
tion. W. J. Evans, Freight Trf. Mer., 
American Trust Bldg., Chicago, Ill. 

National League of Commission Merchants 
of the United States. John C. Scales, 
Pres., Chicago, Ill.; R. S. French, Busi- 
ae | Manager, 90 West Broadway, New 
York. 

Northern Pine Manufacturers’ Associla- 
tion. H. S. Childs, Secy., Minneapolis. 
Manufacturers’ Association, in charge of 
traffic of industries located at Sterling 

and Rock Falls. 
ty SP er President 
i ee Us boc bh gacees ues Vice-President 


W. J. Burleigh...... Secretary-Treasurer 
WE s G, MOR ica ctenes Traffic Manager 
Sterling, Illinois: 
The Memphis Freight Bureau. L. R. 
Donelson, Pres.; W. G. Thomas, Vice- 
Pres; James S. Davant, Commissioner, 
Memphis, Tenn. 


Traffic Bureau of Associated Industries, 


Central Manufacturing District. Knee- 
land Ball, Pres.; L. Nicholson, Vice- 
Pres.; W. E. Cullen, Secy. and Traffic 


Director, Chicago. 


TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Traffic Club of New York. R. H. 
Walace, Pres.; C. A. Swope, Secy. 

Brooklyn Traffic Club. Joseph Mills, 
Pres.; Frank Rochambeau, Secy. 

Traffic Club of Kansas City. Frank M. 
Cole, Pres.; Alfred A. Wild, Secy. 

Topeka Traffic Association. J. F. Haskell, 
Pres.; Samuel E. Lux, Secy.-Treas. 

The Spokane Transportation Club. Chas. 
re G. Shinkle, Pres.; J. W. MacIntosh, 

ecy. 

The Traffic Club of Chicago. J. Charles 
Maddison, Pres.; W. H. Wharton, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of Philadelphia. C. W. 
Bowden, Pres.; Don C. Hunter, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of St. Louis. R. K. 
Pretty, Pres.; W. S. Crilly, Secy.-Treas. 

The Traffic Club of Pittsburgh. Edward 
F. Lalk, Pres.; D. L. Wells, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Indianapolis. 
a R. Maxwell, Pres.; L. B. Stone, 

ecy. 

The Traffic Club of New England, Boston. 
Sam W. Manning, Pres.; C. A. Ander- 
son, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Louisville. 
panty S. Gray, Pres.; S. J. McBride, 

e 


cy. 
The Transportation Club of Toledo. E. 
D. Ryan, Pres.; Harry S. Fox, Secy. 
The Traffic Club of Baltimore. J. Frank 
Ryley, Pres.; C. C. Kailer, Secy. 
Transportation Club of Buffalo. F. L. 
Talcott, Pres.: H. G. Gaston, Secy. 


The Traffic Club of Newark. F. BE. Stone, 
Pres.; J. J. Kautzmann, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Seattle. Ar- 
thur E. Campbell, Pres.; F. C. Nessly, 
Secy.-Treas. 

The Transportation Club of Detroit, Mich. 
George E. Clarke, Pres.; W. R. Hurley, 
Secy. 

Transportation Club of San Francisco. 
Thomas Finigan, Pres.; Theo. H. Jacobs, 
Secy. 

The Railroad Club of Kansas, City, Mo. 
George E. Roe, Pres.; Claude Manlove, 
Secy. 

The Traffic and Transportation Club of 
Birmingham, A. W. Carey, Pres.; H. 
H. Knight, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of Minneapolis. F. B. 
Rowley, Pres.; E. O. Fellows, Secy. 

Salt Lake City Transportation Club. 
Julian Bamberger, Pres.: R. EB. Row- 
land, Secy. 

Traffic Club of Milwaukee. George A. 
Schoeder, Pres.; Carl Backus, Secy. 

Transportation Club of Lima, O. Lloyd P. 
Sherrick, Pres.; D. Rupert, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Grand Rapids Traffic Club, Grand Rapids, 
Mich. B. C. Leavenworth, Pres.; L. M. 
MacPherson, Secy. and Treas. 


Transportation Club of Peoria. Dan 
Mowat, Pres.; A. S. Howells, Secy. 
Traffic Club of Cleveland. D. F. Hurd, 


Pres.: M. F. Doyle, Secy. 

Traffic Club of Erie, Pa. Edwin H. Bro- 
villier, Pres.; M. W. Hismann, Secy. 
Los Angéles Traffic Association, Los An- 
Geles, Cal. E. S. Blair, Pres.; C. E. 

Cline, Secy-Treas. 

Traffic Club of Jacksonville, Fla. A. W. 
Fritot, Pres.; Chas. A. Bland, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of Fort Worth, J. M. 
Andrews, Pres.: R. R. Wilson, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of the Greater Dayton 
Association. J. C. Crume, Chairman; 
R. H. Hagerman, Recording Secy. 

The Portland Transportation Club. W. A. 
Robbins, Pres.; W. O. Roberts, Secy. 
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Every enterprise and every article is judged by Results. 

We are interested in helping you secure satisfactory results (as we have helped many 
others) in packing your goods—not only for economy and convenience in your factory, but 
for getting your goods to customers in perfect condition. 

The above is a photograph showing Hummel & Downing cases giving satisfactory 
results, although they are undergoing a more severe test than the average fibre case will 
receive. = This cut shows the cases loaded with 60 lbs. of soap piled fourteen high, on the 


floor of a large manufacturing concern. 


Buy the best when you are in the market so you will be assured satisfactory results. 


Hummel & Downing Co. 


Chicago’s 
Newest and Biggest 


Storage Warehouse 


Located in the heart of the business district, 
has one million square feet of fire- 
proof storage space. 


Short hauls for teams of city customers 
and unexcelled shipping facilities. 


Shipments made from storage over all 
Trunk Lines through Chicago Tunnel and 
B. & O. C. T. Ry., the CARTAGE 
CHARGES thus being ELIMINATED. 


Descriptive Booklet on Request. 


Soo Terminal Warehouse Co. 


519 West 12th Street 
CHICAGO 


Phone Canal 5740 


Milwaukee 


Gravity ! 
Conveyers mae 


for all for all 
Purposes Industries 


Typical illustrations of Mathews Gravity Conveying devices as 
installed for actual use in handling various classes of commodi- 
ties. The Mathews line is universally recognized as standard— 
the oldest and best known. Used and recommended by all lead- 
ing American and foreign manufacturers, wholesalers, shippers 
and warehousemen. Write for catalog. 


MATHEWS GRAVITY CARRIER COMPANY 


BRANCH FactoriEs { forento, Ont. ELLWOOD CITY, PA. 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper In writing to advertisers. 
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Holiday Labels Upon Request 


To make easier the work of shipping Christmas 
gift-packages we have prepared attractive holiday 
labels for public distribution. 


Within a specially printed envelope 5 useful 
stickers are packed—3 address labels and 2 “Do Not 
Open Till Xmas” pasters. 


You can obtain several of these envelopes by 
application to your local Wells Fargo agent. He 
will gladly supply you. 

Or you can address us at 51 Broadway, New 
York, and we'll send some to you. 


These holiday labels will add to the attractive- 
ae of your gifts—they will make the shipping easier 
or you. 


Wells Fargo & Company Express 
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a 
PUBLICITY FOR PROTESTS. 


We wish to call to the attention of our ship- 
ping subscribers an article in our Washington 
letter last week under the caption, “Publicity at 
the Commission Offices.” It was pointed out 


therein that there is no method now by which 
the newspapers and magazines may be certain of 


of protests filed by shippers 
It is not the intention of 


obtaining news 
against new tariffs. 


the Commission to suppress information, but it 


regards protests from shippers as_ confidential. 
Therefore, it is only by chance that such informa- 
tion is obtained unless the newspaper correspond- 
ent or others interested happen to know or sus- 
pect that a certain protest is filed or to be filed 
and makes specific inquiry about it. 

In view of this situation, we ask shippers 
who file such protests in important cases to send 
to us copies thereof, or at least enough of an 
explanation properly to present the case. Per- 
haps a clear, condensed account of the proceed- 
ing would be preferable to a copy of the formal 
protest. We ask this not only from the selfish 
point of view of desiring to give our readers the 
news, but in the interest of all shippers who de- 
sire to and should know what is going on, and 
yet who must remain in more or less ignorance 
unless some such plan as this is resorted to. We 
cannot be responsible for failure to keep our read- 
ers in touch with these matters as long as we 
have access only to such files of the Commis- 
Sion as it now desires to open to us, and even 
Wiiat information we obtain “on the outside” is 
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likely to be tardy, incomplete, and possibly not 
entirely correct. A little co-operation by our sub- 
scribers will result in benefit to them, we believe. 

We take the opportunity here to say that 
many of our subscribers already keep us informe.i 
in regard to this and other matters coming within 
their knowledge, and to thank them for their 
thoughtfulness, the benefits of which, however, 
are not confined to ourselves, but are bestowed 
on all our readers as well. 


WESTERN AND OTHER INCREASES. 


With the suspension by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission this week of tariffs filed by 
western carriers providing for increases in freight 
rates, the western advanced-rate case is made up, 
ready for the introduction of testimony to prove 
that the trunk lines west of the Mississippi are 
hauling commodities at’ rates that do not afford 
adequate return on the capital invested and that 
the increased rates proposed would not be unrea- 
sonable. The observations of the Commission in 
the, various advanced-rate cases make clear its posi- 
tion that the law does not allow it to’sartttion un- 
reasonable rates, even if the .carriers do not earn 
enough money from them to pay fixed charges, 
so the mere proving that the carriers are not 
making money will not be sufficient to insure the 
increase asked. 


The western case is not going to be the com- 
plicated affair that the eastern, or so-called five- 
per-cent case, has been. The experience of the 
Commission in that case has been unsatisfactory. 
Instead of considering only the tariffs filed by the 
carriers, it will be remembered, the Commission 
initiated Docket No. 5860 to determine whether 
the revenues of the carriers were adequate, and, 
if not, what might be done to increase them. It 
was in this branch of the case that Mr. Brandeis, 
the Commission’s special counsel, brought in the 
suggestions on which the carriers are now acting 
in their attempt to increase the so-called unre- 
munerative rates in Central Freight Association 
and eastern trunk-line territories. And it is these 
suggestions that are now making work an em- 
barrassment for the Commission, which is placed 
in the attitude of having to suspend and investi- 
gate the very tariffs filed in compliance with the 
recommendations made by it and Mr. Brandeis. 
The increases in passenger fares, also filed in 
accordance with the Commission’s suggestions, 
have been allowed to go into effect without sus- 
pension, but all the others, including those pro- 
viding for charges for hitherto free services, are 
being suspended as fast as the effective dates 
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approach. The word now is that there is to be 
no counterpart of this No. 5860 in the western 
advanced-rate case, but that the increases will 
either be permitted or denied without a proffer 
of something else “just as good.” 

As to passenger fares, the fact that the Com- 
mission allowed the increases to go into effect 
without suspension and investigation does not 
necessarily mean that the rates will stand. The 
Commission’s letter to the commercial travelers 
in regard to the increased mileage-book rates 
means that while the data placed before the Com- 
mission, in an informal way in connection with 
protests, did not convince its members that the 
rates would be unreasonable, they do not say 
that the presentation of more data will not con- 
vince them that, after all, the higher price paid 
for a 1,000-mile book is unreasonable or unduly 
discriminatory. — 

The East began paying $22.50 for its mileage 
books more than a month ago. Thus far there 
has been no formal complaint against the increase 
docketed by the Commission, although it is pos- 
sible it has such complaints in its correspondence. 
It often shholds complaints, for amendment by the 
complainants or for other reasons, for a consider- 
able period before actually filing them. Often the 
cause of the complaint is removed by correspond- 
ence between the Commission and the carriers 
involved so the filing of the complaint would be 
merely cumbering the records. The Commission, 
in such instances, acts the part of a friend of 
both parties, differing in that respect from a court 
in which an aggrieved party, as a matter of right, 
files a petition asking the court to summon the 
other party and tell him to do a certain thing. 


UNIFORMITY OF REGULATION. 





We should suppose that, whatever the rights 
of states may be and however rigid regulation 
may be conceded as necessary for the railroads, 
it might bégin to be admitted that the carriers 
are at least entitled to uniformity of regulation. 
On the contrary, it would seem that the trend 
is the other way. At the recent convention of 
the National Association of Railway Commission- 
ers in Washington, two resolutions, which illus- 
trate this trend, were: adopted. One declares it 
to be the sense of the convention that the first 
section of the Interstate Commerce Act shall be 
amended so that nothing done by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission shall have the effect of 
absolving any common carrier from the duty of 
obeying any rate, rule, regulation, or practice 
commanded by a state unless and until that rate, 
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rule, etc., has been held unreasonable by a court 
of competent jurisdiction. This resolution, it is 
needless to say, was inspired by the Shrevepo:t 
case. The other resolution favors the goveri- 
mental supervision of issues of stocks and bonds, 
but adds that whatever supervision is exercised 
by the federal government shall be in addition to 
and not in lieu of regulation by states. 

As we said in the beginning, we are discuss- 
ing this matter aside from its legal aspects and, 
we might add, from its political phase. Anything 
else would be simply the old controversy in re- 
gard to the doctrine of state rights. Our view 
point is simply that of efficiency and practica- 
bility, and fairness in the specific case of the rail- 
roads. Doubtless the states have the right to 
regulate the carriers in their conduct of intrastate 
business and it may be admitted that they need 
such regulation. Doubtless also the Federal gov- 
ernment is within its rights and the necessities 
of the case when it also exercises regulation. But 
with nearly forty states regulating the railroads, 
and hardly any two of them acting with uni- 
formity in the process of that regulation, and 
with the Federal government on top of all this 
exercising its power, where is the poor railroad, 
which passes through more than one state, to 
“get off,” or even to keep books with any degree 
of success? 

We think the association of railway commis- 
sioners would be doing a much more valuable 
work, if instead of jealously standing on the 
rights of the states—which nobody disputes—and 
insisting that whatever the various state commis- 
sions do must not be interfered with by any 
exercise of Federal power, it would work toward 
some uniform system of regulation, trying to co- 
ordinate the efforts of its own members not only 
among themselves, but with the Federal commis- 
sion. We know that theoretically this is the pur- 
pose of the association, but as a matter of fact 
the two resolutions referred to are a long step 
away from this ideal. 





INDICTMENT AT MEMPHIS. 


The federal grand jury at Memphis, according to a 
report to the Interstate Commerce Commission, has re- 
turned an indictment against the Forked Deer Milling 
Company of Dyersburg, Tenn., in four counts charging 
false billing, soliciting and accepting rebates. The viola- 
tions are alleged to be in connection with shipments on 
transit rates, the allegation being that when the milling 
company desired to ship cornmeal for which it had not 
enough inbound billing on corn to cover, it described the 
shipment as corn chops. Since the transactions took place, 
the transit rules have been changed to allow such substi- 
tutions. 
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CURRENT TOPICS IN WASHINGTON 


Commuters and Anti-Trust Laws. 
—The Philadelphia commuters prom- 
ise to become to railroad regulation 
what Jenkins’ ear was to one of the 
wars waged by England in the eight- 
eenth century. Jenkins, it may be 
recalled, was a peruked sailor. One 
day, the guardians’ of the Spanish 
main, in a spirit of playfulness, cut 
off the ear that has been embalmed 
in history by Thomas Carlyle. Seven 
years after the event the outrage on Jenkins, who had 
done nothing worse than sail along the Spanish main, 
was cited as one of the reasons why England declared 
war on the king of Spain. More than seven years after 
the railroad traffic managers of the country began holding 
conferences to agree on the rates they shall impose on 
freight and passengers, the commuters are rising up to 
have the anti-trust law upon them. It was a seven or 
eight years’ war that Jenkins’ ear brought on Spain. The 
commuters who live in Jersey and travel to Philadelphia 
to perform their daily labors may be like the phlegmatic 
Englishmen who thought seven years about the Jenkins’ 
outrage before demanding that their king should lay 
hands on his Spanish majesty. The Philadelphia com- 
muters may have been thinking twice seven years on the 
hideousness of what the passenger traffic men have been 
doing to commuters elsewhere, if not to them. If they 
succeed in procuring indictments against railroad presi- 
dents, directors, and so forth, for having raised passenger 
fares as the Interstate Commerce Commission suggested, 
what is to become of a regulation that is based almost 
wholly on the theory that all the railroads of the country 
should be considered as parts of a single system? 





Railroads and Combinations.—The utter ludicrousness 
of trying to apply the anti-trust laws to a business that 
is so carefully regulated by the government as is the 
railroad industry was seen by thinking men years ago. 
It is true the United States, a dozen years ago, applied 
the anti-trust law to the merger of the Great Northern 
and the Northern Pacific. It was a great victory—on 
paper—but about every minute since that time the two 
roads have worked together just as closely as if they 
were owned by one interest. Time and again complaints 
in which both are respondents are defended by one attor- 
ney. When one sees Charles Donnelly rise before the 
Commission it is impossible to tell, from what he is 
saying, for which he is the attorney. The Commission, 
in its orders, ladles out sauce for the goose and sauce 
for the gander, without taking the trouble to indicate 
which is which. If the commuters succeed in applying 
the anti-trust laws to the combinations that exist among 
the railroads, it will be necessary for Donnelly and Lin- 
dley to be present at all arguments in which the North- 
ern Pacific and the Great Northern are parties. In addi- 
tion to being present, they will have to glare at each 
other malevolently. The glaring must be malevolent, else 
it might as well be omitted. George Stuart Patterson 
and Hugh L. Bond must do likewise when the Penn- 
sylvania and the B. & O. are involved, and O. E. Butter- 
iield and George F. Brownell will smile at each other at 
‘heir peril when the New York Central and the Erie 
ire mixed up in a proceeding. It will be a faux pas for 
Chairman Harlan to inquire, before arguments begin, 
whether the railroad lawyers have agreed on a division 
of the time allotted to the railroad side of the case, 
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for such an inquiry will carry the inference that con- 
ferences are common. — 


Advanced Rate Decision.—It looks humanly’ impossi- 
ble for the Commission to bring in a decision in the 
renewed five per cent case before December 18 or there- 
abouts. The decision may be a Christmas present for 
the carriers, though they may not be. able to recognize 
it as such except from the date. Thus far there has 
been no indication that two Commissioners have come 
to the conclusion that the war has brought a condition 
warranting them in changing from the position they an- 
nounced at the end of July. Reports have been going 
out to “financial circles” that the decision will be favor- 
able to the carriers, but on what they are based it is 
impossible to say. Technically speaking, there is nothing . 
before the Commission except a request to approve tar- 
iffs which were ordered canceled when the case was 
decided in July. The parts of the tariffs that found favor 
in the eyes of the Commissioners went into effect October 
26. If now the Commission should approve the tariffs 
which were canceled, it would have to reverse the deci- 
sion it made when the roads asked for a reopening of 
No. 3400. The Commission then said it must deny the 
application for reopening No. 3400 because there was 
nothing before it upon which it could act—no rates the 
reasonableness of which could be questioned by either 
the Commission or the shippers. 


Congress and Higher Rates.—There is an idea that 
Congress will take up the fight of the railroads for higher 
rates, almost as soon as it assembles again next Monday. 
Perhaps it will, but the chances are that no member 
who hopes to come back in 1916 will put himself on the 
firing line. Representative Levy of New York, who pro- 
posed at the last session that Congress take the subject 
out of the hands of the Commission, is not going to be 
a member of the House after March 4 next. He can 
afford to take the lead, but he never had any followers 
in the House. It is possible that if there was a way to 


-bring the subject directly before the voters, as was done 


with the full-crew law in Missouri, it‘ would be shown 
that the bulk of the voters favor an increase in rates, 
even as a majority of the Missouri voters showed that 
they were opposed to imposing the burden of the full-crew 
law on the railroads. But there is every reason for say- 
ing that the average congressman believes it would not 
be politically healthy for him to fight for higher freight 
rates. 


Protests Against Live Stock Rates.—Protests in larger 
volume than usual are coming in against the tariffs in- 
creasing rates on live stock, dressed meats and packing- 
house products and grain, flour and other foods. The 
protestants are taking the position that the increases are 
out of proportion, even if it be admitted that the rates 
in effect have not been remunerative. Until this time 
it has been a sort of tacit understanding among the rail- 
roads, that, as a matter of policy, increases in the great 
staple articles of food could not be made, even if the rates 
did not yield the proper return. A. E. H.. 


RYNDER TO RESIGN. 

Ross D. Rynder, chief examiner for the Commission,‘ 
is expected to resign December 15, to establish himself 
in Chicago, whither so many other Interstate Commerce 
Commission men have gone into practice, making a 
specialty of shippers’ interests. No successor has yet been 
chosen. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 


TERRE HAUTE RATES JUSTIFIED 


1. & S. No. 428 (32 I. C. C., 206-207) 

CLASS RATES FROM TERRE HAUTE, IND., AND 
OTHER POINTS TO KANSAS CITY, MO., AND 
OTHER DESTINATIONS. 


. Submitted July 9, 1914. Decided Nov. 13, 1914. 


Proposed increased rates on carload and less-than-carload traffic 
from Terre Haute, Ind., to points on the Missouri River 
found to be justified. Order of suspension vacated. 


C. B. Cardy for Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad Co. 
C. B. Sudborough for Vandalia Railroad Co. 
H. K. Dalzell and E. H. Clifford for Terre Haute 
Chamber of Commerce, 
Report of the Commission. 


HALL, Commissioner: 

The tariffs under investigation in this proceeding, Chi- 
cago & Eastern Illinois Railroad, supplement No. 1, to 
I, C. C. No, 2453, and Vandalia Railroad Co., supplement 
No, 1 to I. C. C. No. 2398, are suspended until Feb. 13, 
1915, by orders heretofore entered. By the suspended 
tariffs the respondent carriers propose to cancel joint 
through class rates applicable on traffic from Terre Haute, 
Ind., and other points to points on the Missouri River. 

The suspension was made upon protests by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Terre Haute, the Retail Merchants’ 
Association of Terre Haute, and a number of merchants 
of that city, who represented that the tariffs proposed to 
increase materially the rates and charges for the trans- 
portation of products shipped from Terre Haute to the 
Missouri River gateways and beyond. As there was no 
protest from any point other than Terre Haute, the rates 
from that point alone will be considered. Joint through 
class rates from Terre Haute to Missouri River points 
were established by the Chicago & Eastern Railroad in 
May, 1909, and by the Vandalia on Nov. 24, 1909. Prior 
to May, 1909, the class rates of both of these carriers 
had been made by combinations on Mississippi River 
crossings, and that was then, and is now, the normal 
basis of class rates from points in Central Freight Asso- 
ciation territory east of the Illinois-Indiana state line to 
Missouri River points. The proposed cancellations, if 
made, would leave combinations of intermediate rates ap- 
plicable to the traffic in question. The lowest combination 
would in all cases apply. In some cases it might be of 
class rates; in others of a class rate east and a commod- 
ity rate west of the river, or of a commodity rate east 
and a class rate west. 

It appears from the evidence that most of the ship- 
ments from Terre Haute to Missouri River points move 
in carloads and on through commodity rates, and would 
not, therefore, be affected if the proposed cancellation of 
joint through class rates should be made. In general, 
the less-than-carload rates would be slightly increased by 
the proposed cancellations, while the carload rates would 


be decreased. The resulting differences would vary as 
to different commodities. Nor can they be shown by com- 
parison of classes, since the classes themselves differ east 
and west of the Mississippi River, which, geographically, 
divides Official from Western Classification territory. 

In Commercial Club of Terre Haute vs. V. R. R. Co., 29 
I. C. C. 383 (The Traffic World, Feb. 21, 1914, p. 380), we 
directed the attention of the defendant carriers to certain 
of their through rates from Terre Haute to the Missouri 
River which were higher than the combinations of locals 
on the Mississippi River found in their tariffs, and stated 
that the carriers would be expected to make adjustment. 
Shortly thereafter the tariffs now under suspension were 
filed, and also tariffs establishing through commodity 
rates which were not suspended and became effective 
prior to the hearing herein. 

A statement introduced by the respondents of all 
shipments which moved over the line of the Chicago & 
Eastern Illinois Railroad from Terre Haute to Missouri 
River points under joint class rates for a period of three 
and one-half months just prior to the hearing and of the 
freight charges paid thereon, amounting to $773.16, shows 
that if the proposed combination rates had been applied 
there would have been a net differenc in favor of the 
shippers of $38.09. A similar statement of all shipments 
which moved over the Vandalia from Terre Haute to Mis- 
souri River points under joint class rates for a period of 
two months just prior to the hearing and of the freight 
charges paid thereon, amounting to $237.16, shows upon a 
like comparison a net difference against the shippers of 
$22.66. The only witness who testified for the protestants 
expressed surprise at the facts shown by these statements, 
and said that the protest had been filed without full in- 
formation as to what the effect of the proposed cancella- 
tions would be. That witness also stated that it seemed 
that enamel ware would be the only commodity ma- 
terially affected, and it appears that the increase on that 
commodity would be 1% cents per 100 pounds, or about 2 
per cent of the present rate. 

Upon a consideration of all the facts of record we are 
of the opinion that the respondents have justified the pro- 
posed increased rates. An order vacating the suspension 
will be entered. 





ORDER. 


It is ordered, That the order of the Commission here- 
tofore entered in this proceeding suspending the operation 
of said schedules be, and it is hereby, vacated and set 
aside as of Dec. 15, 1914. 

It is further ordered, That a copy hereof be forthwith 
served upon the carriers respondent herein, parties t0 
said schedules, and that.a copy hereof be filed with said 
schedules in the office of the Commission. 
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RATES TO ARKANSAS POINTS 


CASE NO. 6099 (32 I. C. C., 203-205) 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF HOUSTON, TEX., VS. 
HOUSTON EAST & WEST TEXAS RAILWAY CO. 
ET AL. 


Submitted Sept. 15, 1914. Decided November 3, 1914. 


Present adjustment of rates from Houston, Tex., St. Louis and 
Kansas City, Mo., and New Orleans, La., to stations in 
Arkansas, not found to be unduly prejudicial to the first- 
named point or unruly preferential to the latter three points. 


Thomas H. Stone and J. W. Wilkinson for complain- 
ant. 

Fred H. Wood, Henry G. Herbel and Fred G. Wright 
for defendants. 


Report of the Commission. 


CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

The principal issue raised in this complaint is that 
of unjust discrimination against Houston, Tex., and: un- 
due preference to St. Louis and Kansas City, Mo., and 
New Orleans, La., in that the rates from Houston to 
points in the state of Arkansas are on a higher basis 
than those from the latter three points. The rates from 
Houston are also alleged to be unreasonable in themselves. 


Houston is in a large group or blanket, known as 
Texas common points, which includes substantially the 
eastern third of the state. Texas common points take 
the same rates from, and are grouped on traffic to, the 
major portion of the United States. Rates from and to 
many points or groups are made the same as, or with 
relation to, St. Louis. Arkansas, for instance, is divided 
into three parts, the northern part taking St. Louis rates, 
the eastern part Memphis rates, which are lower than 
St. Louis by a scale beginning at 10 cents per 100 pounds, 
first class, and the Little Rock-Fort Smith group, which 
is bounded by the line of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain 
& Southern Railway from Fort Smith to Little Rock, and 
the lines of the St. Louis Southwestern Railway from 
Little Rock to Pine Bluff and thence to Texarkana, taking 
rates lower than St. Louis by differentials beginning at 
23 cents, first class. Of the eight points cited by com- 
plainant, six, Little Rock, Fort Smith, Pine Bluff, Stamps, 
Camden and Benton, are in the last-named group, and 
the class rates from Houston are as follows: 


Class ....1 Be” 28 18 (8: 3 - aes 
pn eee 124 105 86 83 65 67 60 49 38 31 


The short-line distances to these points from Houston 
range from about 300 to 500 miles, averaging a little 
more than 400 miles. The other two points, Brinkley 
and Newport, 485 and 532 miles distant, respectively, are 
in the Memphis group, and the class rates from Houston 
are as follows: 


ee 2 aw: 2 §. ee Ce we 
oe eer 137 115 96 89 70 72 65 53 41 34 


The defendants state that the Texas common point 
adjustment was established to meet the conditions of 
southbound traffic, which is heavier than that northbound, 
and that, due to the application of the same class rates in 
either direction, lower rates are in. effect from the com- 
mon points than would have been established for north- 
bound traffic alone, for a substantial part of which special 
equipment is necessary. C 

The complainant does not question the grouping of 
‘he common points or the relationship between St. Louis 
and Arkansas on inbound traffic, stating that the adjust- 
ment enables the various jobbing points to compete in 
‘ie Texas blanket without discrimination, but argues that 
‘he maintenance of so large a group on outbound traffic 
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to Arkansas results in undue prejudice and disadvantage 
to Houston in its attempt to compete with St. Louis, New 
Orleans, and other distributing. points. 

There was no substantial evidence as to the reason- 
ableness in themselves of the Houston-Arkansas rates, and 
complainant’s request for relief indicates only a desire 
to have rates which are on no higher basis, mileage con- 
sidered, than its competing points, or, if that be found 
not justified, rates which are no higher in the aggregate 
than those from the points named. The class rates be- 
tween St. Louis and the Texas common points, upon which, 
as’ stated, rates from and to Arkansas are based, were 
approved by the Commission in Railroad Commission of 
Texas vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 20 I. C. C., 463 (The 
Traffic World, April 1, 1911, p. 53). 

Rates from St. Louis and other Mississippi River 
crossings to Arkansas were made, it is claimed, under 
conditions of active competition not .only between the 
rail carriers serving that state, but also between the rail 
carriers and the water carriers on the Mississippi River 
and on the numerous smaller navigable rivers in Arkansas. 
Little Rock, 133 miles west of Memphis, Tenn., has long 
been a competitor of that city for the jobbing trade in 
surrounding territory and was served by the Little Rock 
& Memphis Railroad (now a part of the Rock Island 
system), which had no interest in traffic to Arkansas 
through crossings other than Memphis, and by lines which 
reached various crossings north of Memphis. The Little 
Rock Rates were established at Pine Bluff and differ- 
entially adjusted to Fort Smith and other points. Rates 
from New Orleans to Arkansas points were made to meet 
not only water competition, but also competition with 
St. Louis, and it will be noted from the statement below 
of the rates and mileages from St. Louis and New Orleans 
that points nearer the latter point take higher rates than 
more distant points. 


Short-line 
mileage from— Class. 
aps 
3553 
To— 342 123 45ABCDE 
° 


Stamps from St. Louis....484 ... 127 111 96 86 65 69 55 47 41 34 
Stamps from New Orleans .. 356 110 93 73 56 44 49 40 35 32 23 
Camden from St. Louis...464 ... 120 107 91 69 51 54 46 38 31 25 


Camden from New Or- 

DOIN. Gio Ss no picidaiokeweae: Wa 382 115 100 80 62 46 49 41 35 29 24 
Pine Bluff from St. Louis 

and New Orleans....... 392 413 100 85 65 49 37 39 32 27 23 18 
Little Rock from St. Louis 

and New Orleans....... 349 455 100 85 65 49 37 39 32 27 23 18 


Brinkley from _ St. 
and New Orleans....... 338 465 100 85 65 49 37 39 32 27 23 18 


Benton from St. Louis and 
oe Lee 372 485 111 93 74 54 42 46 38 34 29 23 


Fort Smith from St. Louis 

and New Orleans....... 416 572 110 95 75 59 44 46 39 34 30 25 
Newport from St. Louis..266 ... 91 75 58 48 37 39 32 26 21 17 
Newport from New Orleans .. 513 105 91 72 54 43 45 36 31 26 22 


The effect of an order of the nature desired by com- 
plainant necessarily would be either a general reduction 
in the rates from the Texas common points to Arkansas 
or the destruction of the common-point -group, to that 
state, at least, and the establishment of rates from the 
various common points on a mileage basis. To justify 
the Commission in ordering so general a readjustment it 
should be shown not only that the conditions of trans- 
portation from Houston and from the points alleged to 
be unduly preferred are substantially similar, but that 
the present adjustment results in undue prejudice and 
disadvantage to Houston and its shippers. Upon the facts 
of ‘record we are not of opinion that the conditions of 
transportation from the respective points of origin have 
been shown to be substantially similar, and in the absence 
of proof of unreasonableness im the rates from Houston 
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blanket on Arkansas traffic is unreasonable or results ‘in 
unjust discrimination against Houston. The complaint will 
therefore be dismissed. It will be so ordered. 





ORDER. 


It is ordered, That the complaint in this proceeding 
be, and it is hereby, dismissed. 


KANSAS-IOWA BRICK RATES } 


CASE NO. 4782 (32 I. C. C., 208-211) 

STANDARD VITRIFIED BRICK CO. ET AL. VS. CHI- 
CAGO, BURLINGTON & QUINCY RAILROAD CO. 
ET AL. 


1. AND S. NO. 227 
KANSAS-IOWA BRICK RATES. 





CASE NO. 5597 ; 
Cc. 'W. HULL CO. VS. CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & 
QUINCY RAILROAD CO. ET AL. 





Submitted July 3, 1914. Decided Nov. 3, 1914. 


Upon rehearing, rate of 12% cents per 100 pounds on brick (ex- 
cept bath, tile and enameled) in carloads from points in the 
Kansas gas belt to stations in Iowa on the Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy Railroad not found unreasonable, and pro- 
posed increase from 10 to 12% cents per 100 pounds from 
the same points of origin to certain stations in Iowa on the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway found justified. 


BE. J. McVann for complainants and protestants. 

A. E. Helm for Public Utilities Commission of Kansas. 

F. W. Knoche for Iowa State Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, intervener. 

Cc. O. Dawson and D. F. Morey, Jr., for Morey Clay 
Products Co., intervener. 

R. B. Scott, W. F. Dickinson, Wallace T. Hughes and 
Fred G. Wright for defendants. 


Report of the Commission Upon Rehearing 


CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

These cases are upon joint rehearing, having been re- 
opened for the taking of additional testimony, the first 
two subsequent to decision and the last stated subsequent 
to submission on briefs. Standard Vitrified Brick Co. vs. 
C., B. & Q. R. R. Co., 25 I. C. C., 669 (The Traffic World, 
Feb. 1, 1913, p. 300); Kansas-Iowa Brick Rates, 28 I. C. C., 
285 (The Traffic World, November 1, 1913, p. 790). They 
involve the reasonableness of rates on brick (except bath, 
tile and enameled) in carloads from points in the so-called 
Kansas gas belt to Iowa destinations on the lines of the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy and Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific railways, hereinafter referred to as the Bur- 
lington and the Rock Island, respectively. 

The gas belt is in southeastern Kansas and extends 
about 70 miles north from the Oklahoma line and about 
20 miles west from the Missouri line. It is served by 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, Missouri Pacific, St. 
Louis & San Francisco and Missouri, Kansas & Texas 
railways, of which only the first named has any line in 
Iowa, and that only some 20 miles. All of these carriers 
reach Kansas City, Mo., there connecting with a majority 
of the principal railways serving Iowa, namely, the Bur- 
lington, the Rock Island, the Wabash, the Chicago & Alton, 
the Chicago Great Western and the Quincy, Omaha & 
Kansas City. The Missouri Pacific is the only one of 
the gas-belt lines reaching Omaha, at which point it con- 
nects with several of the Iowa lines. 
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The rates on brick to Kansas City and St. Louis from 
gas-belt points are 5 and 10 cents per 100 pounds, re- 
spectively. Prior to Sept. 15, 1909, all of the principal 
Iowa lines except the Chicago & Northwestern and the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis carried the St. Louis rate io 
the upper Mississippi River crossings as far north as 
Dubuque, Ia., and to intermediate points, this resulting 
in the grouping of that part of Iowa south of and includ- 
ing stations on the line of the Chicago Great Western 
from Dubuque to Fort Dodge, Ia., and the line of the 
Illinois Central thence to Sioux City, Ia. From Kansas 
City the rate on brick to points in this group is 7% cenis 
per 100 pounds. On the date named the Burlington can- 
celed its concurrence in the 10-cent rate from the gas 
belt to Iowa points, leaving in effect to points on its 
line in the group described class E rates, but on Aug. 
1, 1911, subsequent to the filing of the complaint in the 
Standard Vitrified Brick case, supra, but before the date 
of hearing, it established a rate to points on its lines in 
Iowa and northern Missouri of 121% cents per 100 pounds. 
The Commission held that the latter rate had not been 
shown to be unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory 
and dismissed the complaint. * 


Two days after the date of this decision, but prior 
to its service, the C. W. Hull Co. filed its complaint, in 
which it challenged the reasonableness of the 12%-cent 
rate from Fredonia, Altoona, Gas and Tyro, points in 
the gas belt on the lines of the Missouri Pacific, to certain 
local Burlington points in southern Iowa, and asked rep- 
aration on shipments made during the period from No- 
vember, 1910, to July, 1912. Only the two carriers named 
are parties defendant in this case. 

Shortly after the decision in the Standard Vitrified 
Brick case a tariff was filed which increased the rate 
from gas-belt points to Rock Island stations in Iowa, ex- 
cept Des Moines and intermediate points and stations on 
the main line from Des Moines to Council Bluffs, Ia., 
from 10 to 12% cents per 100 pounds, and the operation 
thereof was suspended pending investigation. At the 
hearing the Rock Island stated it to be its desire to 
increase the rate to all Iowa stations on its lines. The 
Commission held that the respondents had not: sustained 
the burden cast upon them by the statute of justifying 
the increased rate, and consequently the 10-cent rate was 
prescribed as a maximum for the statutory period, or 
until Dec. 1, 1915.—Kansas-Iowa Brick Rates, supra. 

Since the decision of the case last referred to the 
Rock Island has opened its cut-off from Allerton, Ia., to 
Carlisle, Ia., thereby shortening its line to Des Moines 
from Kansas City about 94 miles, and is now willing to 
maintain the 10-cent rate to Des Moines and to inter- 
mediate points both on the cut-off and on the longer route, 
also to points on its line from Des Moines to Council 
Bluffs, but desires to make the increase formerly proposed 
to its other stations in Iowa. 

In the Standard Vitrified Brick case the average dis- 
tance from gas-belt points to the Burlington points taking 
the increased rate was found to be approximately 400 
miles and the average ton-mile earnings 6.2 mills. The 
average distance from the points of origin involved in 
the Hull case to Kansas City is 169 miles and to the 
destinations involved, which are in southwestern Iowa, 
355 miles. Using this average, the ton-mile earnings at 
the 12%-cent rate are 7 mills, whereas at the 10-cent rate 
they would be reduced to 5.6 mills. In considering these 
figures, however, it should be borne in mind that these 
points of origin and destination are but a few of those 
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involved in the Standard Vitrified Brick case. 


in the Hull case was 58,200 pounds and the average reve: 
nue per car slightly more than $70. 

The average distance from the gas belt to the Rock 
Island points to which it is desired to establish the 12%- 
cent rate-cannot be found accurately from the testimony, 
but it would be greater than the average to points on 
the Burlington, as the lines of the latter road are south 
of Des Moines, whereas the former covers the state gen- 
erally and, as stated, it is to its more distant Iowa stations 
that the increase is proposed. From Iola, one of the 
gas-belt points nearest to Kansas City, the distance to 
Des Moines via the Rock Island is 337 miles, while to 
Clarion, Iowa Falls, Manson, Oelwein and Clinton, points 
in the northern and eastern parts of the group, the avy- 
erage distance is about 450 miles. At the 12%4-cent rate 
the ton-mile earnings for a haul of this length would be 
5.6 mills, and at the 10-cent rate less than 4.5 mills. 

The complainants ask that the Commission reverse 
its decision in the Standard Vitrified Brick case and 
establish the 10-cent rate as maximum to Burlington points 
in Iowa. It is testified that their sales to these points 
have decreased materially since the increase in the rate, 
but this it appears may be attributed partly to other 
causes, namely, the increase of competition resulting from 
an increase in the number of brick plants in Iowa, and 
the existence of a general depression in the brick busi- 
ness. While these conditions make it more difficult for 


complainants to compete in Iowa, they form no basis . 


for requiring the Burlington to re-establish and the Rock 
Island to maintain a rate unless it should be found, upon 
all of the facts appearing, to be reasonable. 

The complainants and protestants also contend that 
the fact that the 12%4-cent rate is full combination on 
Kansas City raises a presumption of unreasonableness, 
and there was testimony as to the difference between, 
and the cost to the carriers of, the local services to and 
from Kansas City, including switching at that point, and 
the through service to Iowa points. As stated, the 7%- 
cent rate from Kansas City is blanketed to stations in 
Iowa south of the Dubuque-Fort Dodge-Sioux City line; 
consequently the 12%-cent- rate is full combination of 
locals to Burlington points, and would be full combination 
to the points to which the Rock Island desires to estab- 
lish that rate. There is no substantial evidence that 
either the rate to or from Kansas City is unreasonable 
and it should be borne in mind in considering the rea- 
sonableness of the 1214-cent rate that the haul in every 
case is via two lines and that rates between Kansas and 
Iowa are generally made by combination on the Mississippi 
River, 

Upon consideration of all of the facts of record we are 
not of opinion that the unreasonableness of the 12%4-cent 
rate to Burlington points has been shown and the com- 
plaints in the Standard Vitrified Brick and Hull cases 
will therefore be dismissed. We are further of opinion, 
considering the testimony at the original hearing in the 
Kansas-Iowa Brick Rates case, and that introduced at 
the rehearing, that the Rock Island is justified in the 
increase which it desires to make. The order in that 
case will therefore be vacated. 


ORDERS. 
No. 4782. 


It is ordered, That the complaint in this proceeding 
«, and it is hereby, dismissed. 
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No. 5597. 
It is ordered, That the complaint in this proceeding 
be, and it is hereby, dismissed. 


I. and S. No. 227. 

It is ordered, That the order of the Commission en: 
tered in this proceeding on the 13th day of October, 1913, 
be, and the same is hereby, vacated and set aside as of 
Feb. 1, 1915. 

It is further ordered, That copies hereof be forthwith 
served upon W. H. Hosmer, agent, and upon the carriers 
respondent herein, parties to said schedules, and that 
copy hereof be filed with said schedules in the office of 
the Commission. 


WINDOW GLASS RATES 


CASE NO. 5827 (32 I. C. C., 218-221) 

CENTRAL WEST VIRGINIA GLASS MANUFACTURERS’ 
ASSOCIATION ET AL, VS. BALTIMORE & OHIO 
RAILROAD CO. ET AL. 


Submitted April 2, 1914. Decided Oct. 6, 1914. 


Rates on window glass from producing points in Clarksburg, 
W. Va., territory to destination points west and east con- 
sidered; Held, That— - 

. The four points of Weston, Salem, West Union and Clarks- 
burg should be grouped and take the Clarksburg rate. 

. The Clarksburg group should be put on same basis as the 
Pittsburgh group with respect to westbound rates, and 
present rates found unreasonable and discriminatory. 

. The eastbound rates were not shown to be unreasonable. 

. Reparation denied. ; . : 


John F. Lent for complainants. 
William C. Coleman for Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co. and Baltimore & Ohio Southwestern Railroad Co. 


Report of the Commission. 


McCHORD, Commissioner: 

The complainant is an association: of window-glass 
manufacturers with plants located in West Virginia at 
the towns of Clarksburg, Salem, West Union and Weston. 
These points are within a radius of 28 miles from Clarks- 
burg, from which place the district takes its name, 
Clarksburg, Salem and West Union are on the main line 
of the Baltimore & Ohio Southwestern Railroad Co., the 
latter two at a distance of 14 and 28 miles, respectively, 
from Clarksburg. Weston is on a branch line at the 
distance of 25 miles from Clarksburg. 


The complaint ‘attacks the carload rate on window 
glass from these points to the principal- markets for this 
product, both in the East and in the West, as unreason- 
able per se and as discriminatory when compared with 
the rates from other districts with which complainant 
members are in competition. These. competing districts 
may for convenience be designated as the Charleston dis- 
trict, embracing plants located at Charleston, W. Va.; 
Kane district, embracing plants located at Kane, Shingle 
House, Du Bois, Port Allegany, Wilcox, Brookville, 
Punxsutawney, Smethport and New Bethlehem, Pa.; Pitts- 
burgh district, embracing plants located at Arnold, Jean- 
nette, Monongahela City and Belle Vernon, Pa., and 
Clarksburg district, embracing the plants located at 
Clarksburg, Weston, West Union and Salem, W. Va. 


Further complaint is made that in the rate adjust- 
ment under attack the rates from Weston, which are in 
some instances higher than those from the other three 
points concerned, are unreasonable per se and discrimi- 
natory to the prejudice of Weston and the advantage 
of the other three towns. 

Reparation is claimed broadly, but no amount of dam- 
age is alleged. 
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The rates under consideration, as well as the rates 
used for comparisons, appear to be made on a distance 
basis entirely, and the chief issue of fact presented by 
the record seems to be the correct short-line mileages 
between the several points. 

No difference in the character of traffic conditions is 
urged in defense, and the case seems to rest solely on 
a comparison of rates and distances. 

As will appear from the following tables, the rates 
under attack are in a somewhat incongruous state. The 
following table shows the inconsistencies in rates from 
the different points in the Clarksburg group to certain 
destination points, both eastbound and westbound, to- 
gether with the short-line mileages: 


Rates in cents per 100 pounds on window glass in carloads; 
® also short-line distances. 


To Albany, To New York, To Baltimore, 
N. X. N. Y 


Dis- Dis- 

Rate. tance. Rate. tance. Rate. tance. 
Cents. Miles. Cents. Miles. 

Clarksburg y 63 18 489 15 316 
Weston 2 } 18 514 15 341 
West Union é 35 21 517 18 344 
18 503 15 330 


Dis- 
From— 


To Cincinnati, 
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From— 


Clarksburg 
Weston 
West Union 


To Richmond, 
Va. 


Dis- 
Rate. tance. 
Cents. Miles. 
é 392 


To Cleveland, 
Ohio. 
Dis- 


To Chicago, 
Ill. 

Dis- 

Rate. 

Cents. Miles. 
20 489 
20 514 
20 461 
20 475 


To Indianap- 
olis, Ind. 
Dis- 


tance. 


Ohio. 
Dis- 

Rate. tance. 
Cents. Miles. 
277 

302 

249 

263 


To Minneap- 
olis, Minn. 
Dis- 


Rate. tance. 
Cents. Miles. 


Rate. tance. Rate. tance. 
Cents. Miles. Cents. Miles. 
Clarksburg ........ 12 265 19 387 38% 897 
Weston 15 : 20 412 386 922 

i some é 19 359 38% 869 
19 373 38% 883 


From— 


It appears that Weston is included in the arbitrary 
group known as. the Connellsville group when rates are 
made to the westward, but is included in the Charleston 
group when rates are made eastward, which places the 
plants located at this point at a disadvantage generally. 
No reason was advanced in the record for this situation, 
and it was admitted by the witness for the defendants 
that there were many errors in the Weston rates which 
should be corrected. 

The following table has been compiled to show the 
rates from the respective competing districts to certain 
eastern and western destination points, taken as typical, 
together with the average short-line mileages: 


Rates on window glass in carloads, in cents per 100 pounds; 
also average short-line distances. 


From Charles- From Clarks- 
ton District. burg District. 
Rate. Distance. Rate. Distance. 

Miles. Cents. 

Albany, N. Y 801 20 
New York, N. Y é 653 
Baltimore, Md. 480 
Richmond, Va. 369 
Chicago, Ill. 496 
Cincinnati, Ohio 211 
Cleveland, Ohio 335 
Indianapolis, Ind. 321 
Minneapolis, Minn. 7 904 


From Pitts- 
burgh District. 


To— 


From Kane 
District. 

Distance. Rate. Distance. 
Miles. Cents. Miles. 

Albany, N. Y ” 372 

See. Bes Boobs ss see's 18 

Baltimore, Md. 

Richmond, Va. 

Chicago, Il. 

Cincinnati, Ohio 

Cleveland, Ohio 

Indianapolis, Ind. 

Minneapolis, Minn. 


To— 


It appears that the Clarksburg district westbound 
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takes the so-called Connellsville rate, while eastbound 
Clarksburg is placed in the Pittsburgh group and Salem 
and West Union in the Parkersburg group. These group- 
ings appear to be entirely arbitrary, and no reason is 
offered for same. It is not explained in the record why 
a different grouping is made in constructing eastbound 
rates from that used in making the westbound rates. The 
emect of this system of rate making, however, is to place 
the Clarksburg district points at a disadvantage when 
compared with other competing districts. 

From a full consideration of all the “circumstances 
presented by the record it is the conclusion of the *Com- 
mission that there is no justification for the differences 
now existing in these rates-between the four points in- 
cluded in the Clarksburg district, and that so long as the 
group system of rate making is maintained by the de- 
fendants in this locality, these four points shall be grouped 
with respect to-the rates here under consideration, and 
shall take the Clarksburg rate. 

It is the further conclusion of the Commission that 
the Clarksburg rates to Chicago, Indianapolis and Min- 
neapolis are unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory in 
the amount that they exceed the rates from the Pittsburgh 
district to these points, and the same applies to all other 
rates from Clarksburg where the distance, as compared 
with Pittsburgh, is substantially equal. 

The adjustment of rates from Clarksburg eastbound 
is not shown on this record to be unreasonable. 

It does not appear from the proof in this record that 
the complainants have been damaged by reason of the 
rates complained of, nor is any specific amount of dam- 
ages alleged in the complaint. Claim for reparation is 
denied. 

An order will be entered in accordance with the views 
expressed herein. 


ORDER. ° 


It is ordered, That the above-named defendants, in 
so far as they participate in the transportation, be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to cease and de- 
sist, on or before Feb. 15, 1915, and thereafter to abstain, 
from charging, demanding, collecting or receiving their 
present rates for the transportation of window glass in 
carloads from Weston, W. Va., to destinations to the east 
thereof on the lines of said defendants, which said rates 
are found in said report to be unjustly discriminatory. 

It is further ordered, That the said defendants, in so 
far as they participate in the transportation, be, and they 
are hereby, notified and required to cease and desist, on 
or before Feb. 15, 1915, and thereafter to abstain, from 
charging, demanding, collecting, or receiving their present 
rates on window glass in carloads from Clarksburg, Salem, 
West Union ana Weston, W. Va., to destinations to the 
west thereof on the lines of said defendants, which said 
rates are found in said report to be unreasonable and 
unjustly discriminatory. 

It is further ordered, That the said defendants, in 
so far as they participate in the transportation, be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to establish, on or 
before Feb. 15, 1915, upon notice to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and to the general public by not less 
than thirty days’ filing and posting in the manner pre 
scribed in section 6 of the Act to regulate commerce, and 
thereafter to maintain, rates on window glass in carloads 
from Weston, W. Va., to destinations to the east and 
west thereof, on the lines of said defendants, which shall 
not exceed the rates on that commodity in carloads con: 
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temporaneously in effect from Salem, West Union and 
Clarksburg, W. Va., to said destinations. 

It is further ordered, That the said defendants, in 
so far as they participate in the transportation, be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to establish, on 
or before Feb. 15, 1915, upon notice to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and to the general public by not 
less than thirty days’ filing and posting in the manner 
prescribed in section 6 of the Act to regulate commerce, 
and thereafter to maintain, rates on window glass in 
carloads from Clarksburg, Salem, West Union and Weston, 
W. Va., to Chicago, Ill., Indianapolis, Ind., and Minne- 
apolis, Minn., which shall not exceed the rates on that 
commodity in carloads contemporaneously in effect from 
Pittsburgh, Pa., to said destinations; and in like manner 
to establish and maintain rates on the commodity in 
carloads from said Clarksburg group points to all other 
destinations to the west thereof, on the lines of said 
defendants, which shall not exceed the rates thereto con- 
temporaneously in effect from Pittsburgh, where the re- 
spective distances are substantially equal. 

And it is further ordered, That this order shall con- 
tinue in force for a period of not less than two years 
from the date when it shall take effect. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 





THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. OC. 


The last day of November of this year will probably 
long stand as the holder of the record in the making up 
of investigation and suspension cases. The western trunk 
line case is only one of nine initiated on that day. A 
list of the tariffs suspended in that docket, I. and S. No. 
555, makes a pamphlet of 14 printed pages. It was given 
out at the close of the Commission’s business day of Nov. 
30. Agents of carriers worked until after midnight mailing 
the suspension orders to their principals. Within fifteen 
minutes after the first order was issued a supplemental 
order was put out containing the designations of tariffs 
overlooked when the original list was made up. 

There is no certainty that all the tariffs designed by 
the western trunk lines to readjust rates so as to bring 
the unremunerative ones up to standard of remuneration 
have been included in the two orders. It is taken for 
granted that if any have been overlooked the carriers will 
take steps to cancel them, especially if the ones allowed to 
become effective through inadvertence, cover competitive 
business. Unless they do that they will lose competitive 
business in instances where the shippers are advised that 
the higher rates are effective, and in instances in which 
the shippers are not so advised there will be demands for 
refund of overcharges or formal complaints against the 
rates as being unreasonable or discriminatory or both. 

Some of the tariffs filed because of the Brandeis sug- 
gestions were suspended in the flood of orders which came 
out on the last day of the month. For instance, the car- 
riers undertook to cancel tariffs providing for switching 
of cars for partial loading or unloading; they proposed to 
charge fifth class on brine in wooden tank cars which 
has hitherto been carried as part of the equipment, as 
brine is necessary to keep the tanks from falling to pieces; 
they proposed to increase rates on stone and granite from 
Boston to Chicago; to increase the rate on dressed meats 
from New York to St. Louis from 50 to 59 cents; on grain 
from the Northwest to eastern seaboard and gulf ports; 
on ground limestone from York and other Pennsylvania 
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points to Buffalo; to cut out concentration rates at Alex- 
andria, La., and to increase rates on cotton piece goods 
from North Adams, Mass., to New York, and every one 
of the propositions mentioned brought forth a suspension 
order on Nov. 30. 

The inference to be drawn is that a like order will be 
placed against the other tariffs increasing the rates which 
Mr. Brandeis seemed to find unremunerative. 

November 18, issued November 27, in I. and S. No. 
548, the Commission suspended from November 30 until 
March 30 the items in the following tariffs: 

Leland—Sup. 21 to I. C. C. No. 1026, Sup. 22 to I. 
C. C. No. 1026; I. C. C. Nos. 1064, 1065. 

Morris—Sup. 21 to I. C. C. No. 442, Sup. 22 to I. C. C. 
No. 442; I. C. C. Nos. 508, 509. 

The suspended items name increased charges for the 
transportation of fresh meat and packing-house products, 
shipped in peddler cars, from St. Louis and other packing- 
house points, to interstate points. Under the present 
tariff a shipment so moved from East St. Louis, Ill., to 
Stamps, Ark., at minimum weight of 10,000 pounds would 
cost $86. Under the proposed tariff, at a minimum weight 
of 10,000 pounds, the charge would be $127. Rates be- 
tween other points are affected in a like manner. 

November 20, issued November 27, in I. and S. No. 
547, the Commission suspended from November 30 until 
March 30 Supplement No. 1 to Morgan’s Louisiana & 
Texas Railroad & Steamship I. C. C. No. 2619-B. The 
suspended supplement provides for the withdrawal of 
stopping-in-transit privileges on logs, rough staves and 
stave bolts, shipped into Alexandria, La., and certain 
other points, manufactured’ and reshipped to interstate 
points. This. would result in increases amounting to from 
3% to 4% cents per 100 pounds on such commodities 
stopped in transit for manufacture. 

November 24, issued November 28, in I. and S. No. 
518, the Commission suspended from* December 1 and 
pes dates until March 31 schedules in the following 
ariffs: ‘ 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe—Sup. 8 to I. C. C. No. 
6596. . 


Chicago, Burlington & Quincy—Sup. 1 to C. B. & Q. 
I. C. C. No. 11081. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific—Sup. 6 to I. C. C. No. 
C-9699. 

The Kansas City, Mexico & Orient—Sup. 5 to I. C. C. 
No. 193. 

Missouri, Oklahoma & Gulf, Alexander New, Louis S. 
Posner, receivers—Sup. 1 to I. C. C. No. 95, effective 
Jan. 1, 1915. 

The Missouri Pacific; St. Louis, Iron Mountain & 
Southern—Sup. 1 to I. C. C. No. A-1957, Sup. 1 to IL. G. c. 
No. A-2434, Sup. 1 to I. C. C. No. A-2572. 

St. Louis & San Francisco, James W. Lusk, W. C. 
Nixon, W. B. Biddle, receivers—Sup. 4 to I. C. C. No. 6651. 

St. Louis Southwestern—Sup. 1 to I. C. C. No. 3168. 

Union Pacific—Sup. 16 to I. C. C. No. 26438. 

Hosmer—Sup. 36 to I. C. C. No. A-396, Sup. 38 to 
I. C. C. No. A-396. 


Poteet—Sup. 19 to I. C. C. No. 305, Sup. 1 to L. C. C. 
No. 320. 


The suspended schedules provide for the withdrawal 
of storage-in-transit privileges on butter, eggs, dressed 
poultry and other dairy products at western points. 
Under the present tariffs such shipments may be stopped 
in transit for storage on basis of through rate from origi- 
nal point of shipment to final destination plus a charge 
at the storage point of 24% cents per 100 pounds, minimum 
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charge $5 per car. Under the proposed schedules ship- 
ments stored in transit would be subject to combination 
rates. 

November 20, issued November 28, in I. and S. No. 
550, the Commission suspended from December 1 until 
March 31 the operation of item 1410-A, Supplement 23, to 
Hosmer’s I. C. C, A-422. The suspended item names in- 
creased rates on stone and marble, not polished, lettered 
or figured, carloads, from Peoria and Chicago to St. Paul. 
The present rates between those points is 8 cents per 
100 pounds. The proposed rate is 10 cents per 100 pounds, 
an increase of 2 cents. ; 

November 25, issued November 28, in I. and S. No. 
554, the Commission suspended from November 30 until 
March 30 schedules in the following tariffs: 

Leland—I. C. C. No. 1064. 

Morris—I. C. C. No. 508. 

The suspended schedules cancel a provision now in 
effect, reading as follows: “Lime, cement and plaster, in 
mixed carloads, will be handled ai the highest rate and 
minimum weight applicable. From interstate to Arkansas 
points.” Said provision applies on traffic moving from 
interstate points to points in Kansas. The effect of the 
proposed cancellation would be to increase rates on mixed 
shipments of lime, cement and plaster from carload rates 
to less-than-carload rates. 

November 28, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
559, the Commission suspended from December 1 and 
later dates until March 31 the following tariffs: 

Boston & Albany (New York Central & Hudson River, 
lessee)—Sup. 9 to I. C. C. No. 5788, effective December 
21; Sup. 19 to I. C. C. No. 5004, effective December 21. 


Boston & Maine—Sup. 39 to G. F. A. I. C. C. No. 9200, 
Sup. 26 to G. F. A. I. C. C. No. 9202, Sup. 32 to G. F. A. 
lL C. C. No. 9350, Sup. 20 to G. F. A. I. C. C. No. 10012. 

The tariffs increase rates on cotton piece goods in 
less than carloads, from North Adams, Mass., and other 
points in New England, to New York, N. Y., and other 
Some of the rates involved are as follows: 


points. 
Present 
Rate Proposed Rates. Increases. 
Less Cotton Woolen Cotton Woolen 
than Car- Piece Piece Piece Piece 
loads, Goods, Goods, Goods, Goods, 
From— Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
Schuylerville, N. Y......... 15 19 22 [ 
Blackington, Mass........-. 13 17 20 4 7 
North Adams, Mass........ 13 17 20 4 7 
Williamstown, Mass........ 13. 17 20 3 6 
Schaghticoke, N. Y........ 14 17 20 3 6 


November 20, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
549, the Commission suspended from December 1 and 
later dates until March 31 schedules appearing in tariffs 
filed by various carriers operating both east and west 
of the Mississippi River, which withdraw rules and reg- 
ulations now in effect permitting cars to be stopped in 
transit for partial unloading or loading. In most instances 
the present tariffs provide that when cars are so stopped 
in transit a charge of $5 will be assessed, in addition 
to the freight rates applicable from point of origin to 
final destination. 

November 25, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
551, the Commission suspended from December 1 until 
March 31 schedules in the following tariffs: 

The Baltimore & Ohio—Sup. 24 to I. C. C. No. 11647, 
Sup. 25 to I. C. C. No. 11647. 

Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh—Sup. 22 to I. C. C. 
No. 3263. 

The Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey—Sup. 9 to 
I. C. C. S. No. 6599. 

Erie (lines Buffalo, 


Salamanca, N. Y., and west 
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thereof)—Sup. 28 to I. C. C. No. A-4682, Sup. 29 to I. C. C. 
No. A-4682. ; 

Grand Trunk Railway System (lines west of Detroit 
and St. Clair rivers)—Sup. 20 to G. T. L. W. I. GC. C. No. 
A-1511. 

Hosmer—Sup. 40 to I. C. C. No. A-411. 

Morris—Sup. 40 to I. C. C. No. 406. 

Carriers operating in Central Freight Association ter- 
ritory have in force a rule providing as follows: “Return 
of Brine in Wooden Tank Cars Free. No charge will be 
made for the transportation of brine (for pickles) not 
exceeding depth of nine (9) inches, left in wooden tank 
cars to preserve the tank, when returned to original point 
of shipment, provided the brine is returned as a part 
of and treated the same as an empty car, without way- 
billing, no bill of lading or receipt to be issued and no 
risk or liability assumed therefor. In case of accident 
to car, resulting in loss or leakage of brine, no claim 
will be entertained by the carriers for the value of the 
brine. In event there is more than the specified depth 
in the tanks, the contents will be charged at the fifth 
class rates, subject to the capacity of the tank as mini- 
mum weight. When brine is not returned as provided 
above, fifth class rates, subject to the capacity of tank 
as minimum weight, will govern.” 

The suspended tariff as to traffic moved in C. F. A. 
territory provides as follows: “Brine, in wooden tank 
cars (see note), L. C. L., third class: 

“Note. Freight charges will be computed on actual 
weight on basis of 9.2 pounds per wine gallon, subject 
to maximum charge based on the capacity of the tank, at 
fifth class rate. On shipments of brine in wooden tank 
cars, shippers will be required to certify on shipping 
instructions to be furnished carriers’ agents, the exact 
number of gallons in the tank.” 

Tariffs of the above-named eastern carriers provide 
for a similar change. 

November 20, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
552, the Commission suspended from December 1 until 
March 31 schedules in the following tariffs: 

Boston & Albany—Sup. 5 to I. C. C. No. 5358, Sup. 
12 to I. C. C. No. 5898. 


The New York, New Haven & Hartford—Sup. 12 
to I. C. C. No. F-1218. 


Arnold—Sup. 22 to R. M. GC. Line I. GC. CG. No. 29, 
Sup. 14 to R. M. C. Line I. C. C. No. 32; I. GC. GC. No. 40. 


Davis—Sup. 11 to I. C. C No. 2, Sup. No. 16 to F. S. 
Davis, agent’s, I. C. C. No. 21, Sup. 19 tt C7. P. DIL CG. Cc. 
No. G. A. 196, Sup. 18 to C. P. D. I. GC. G. No. G. A. 213. 

Pierce—Sup. 24 to his I. C. C. No. 15; Pierce I. C. C. 
No. 84. 

Whiton—Sup. 30 to I. C. C. No. 56, Sup. 18 to L. C. C. 
No. 65; I. C. C. No. 72. 

The suspended schedules increase rates on stone and 
granite from points in New England to Chicago and 
other western points. The present rate from Boston to 
Chicago is 18 cents per 100 pounds, and the proposed 
rate is 20 cents. Rates to other points are relatively 
increased. 

November 25, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
553, the Commission suspended from December 1 until 
March 31 schedules in the following tariffs: 

The Baltimore & Ohio—Sups. 32, 33, 34, 35 and 36 
to I. C. C. No. 11364. 

The Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey—Sups. 23, 
24 and 25 to I. C. C. S.No. 5027. 
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Erie (lines, Buffalo, Salamanca, N. Y., and east)— 
Sups. 29, 30 and 31 to I. C. C. No. 10140. 

Lehigh Valley—Sup. 40 to Tariff I. C. C. No. B-8700. 

New York Central & Hudson River—Sups. 28 and 29 
to I. C. C. No. B-18428. : 

New York, Ontario & Western—Sup. 17 to I. C. C. No. 
5208. 

Pennsylvania; Northern Central; Philadelphia, Balti- 
more & Washington; West Jersey & Seashore—Sups. 30 
and 31 to G. O. I. C. C. No. 4200, Sups. 25 and 26 to 
G. O. I. C. C. No. 4397. 

Philadelphia & Reading—Sups. 37 and 38 to P. & R. 
Ry. Order I. C. C. J. No. 3608. 


West Shore (N. Y. C. & H. R., lessee)—Sups. 23 and 
24 to I. C. C. No. B-7370. 


The suspended schedules contain proposed increased 
rates on fresh meats, from New York and other eastern 
points, to East St. Louis and St. Louis. The present rate 
from New York to St. Louis is 50 cerits per 100 pounds. 
The proposed rate is 59 cents. 

November 21, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
555, the Commission suspended from December 1 and 
later dates to March 31 the operation of certain schedules 
contained in tariffs of western carriers. The suspended 
schedules provide for general increases in commodity 
rates between points in Western Trunk Line territory and 
from and to certain points in southwestern territory. 
Some of the commodities affected by the’ proposed general 
increase are coal, live stock, fresh meats and packing- 
house products, hay, grain and grain products and cotton 
piece goods, upon which rates are increased by varying 
amounts. 


November 27, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
556, the Commission suspended from December 1 and 
later dates to March 31 schedules which increase rates 
on grain and grain products, from St. Paul and other 
points in northwestern territory, Chicago and St. Louis, 
to eastern seaboard and interior points and gulf ports. 
The increase in rates on those commodities from St. 
Paul to eastern seaboard and gulf ports amounts to 1 
cent per 100 pounds. Rates from Chicago and all points 
in Central Freight Association territory are likewise in- 
creased 1 cent per 100 pounds. 


November 20, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
557, the Commission suspended from December 1 until 
"March 31 schedules in Pennsylvania Railroad Co. tariff 
G. O. I. C. C. 5595. The schedules increase rates on 
ground limestone from New York and other points in 
Pennsylvania to Buffalo and other points. The present 
rate from New York and Buffalo is $1.75 per net ton. The 
proposed rate is $2 per net ton. 

November 27, issued November 30, in I. and S. No. 
558, the Commission suspended until April 1 schedules 
in tariffs which were to become effective as indicated: 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific—Sup. 1 to I. C. C. No. 
C-9722, effective December 2; Sup. 2 to I. C. C. No. C-9722, 
effective December 2; Sup. 3 to I. C. C. No. C-9722, effec- 
tive January 2; Sup. 4 to I. C. C. No. C-9722, effective 
February 1. 

The schedules cancel concentration rates on cotton 
at Alexandria, La. Under the proposed tariffs, cotton 
shipped into Alexandria, for compression and concentra- 
tion and reshipping, would be charged for on basis of 
combination rates. 

November 17, .issued December 3, in I. and S. No. 507, 
the Commission further suspended from December 13 un- 
til June 13 the following tariffs: 
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The Missouri-Pacific Railway Co., St. Louis, Iron Moun- 
tain & Southern Railway Co., Sup. 7 to I. C. C. No. A-2390. 

St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co., Sup. 4 to I. C. C. 
No. 3251 and Sup. 17 to I. C. C. No. 3252. 

The tariffs cancel joint through commodity rates on 
lumber from points in Arkansas and other states to points 
in Central Freight Association and Trunk Line territories, 
the operation of which was originally suspended from 
August 16 until December 13, 1914, by an order previously 
entered in the same docket. 


ADVANCED RATE DECISION 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU. 
Colorado Butlding, Washington, D. O. 

A decision in the advanced rate case, a few days before , 
Christmas, seems to be the best guess that can be of- 
fered now as to when the Commission will be able to dis- 
pose of that matter. The carriers, by filing tariffs which 
seem to have been suggested by the language of the deci- 
sion of July 28, are making it almost impossible for the 
Commissioners to do other than examine tariffs of that 
character with a view to suspending them. 

Every day for the next two weeks will have to be given 
over, in part at least, to examinations of tariffs and 
memoranda prepared by the suspension board. The be- 
lief, held in some quarters, that the members of that board 
decide whether tariffs should or should not be suspended, 
is an error. Every tariff naming higher rates is submitted 
to every commissioner. Every commissioner votes on the 
question as to whether it should be suspended pending in- 
vestigation. ; 

The board members undertake to translate the tariffs 
into plain English so that the Commissioners will have 
before them succinct statement as to what the effect will 
be. Inasmuch as there are thousands of tariffs and sup- 
plements, it is no task at all to figure out that the Com- 
missioners are not now able to give much attention to the 
five per cent case. 

There has been an intimation among those connected 
with the work of the Commission that there might be an 
announcement with regard to the advanced rate case some 
time this week; in othet words, that the decision would be 
reached at the December conference and an announcement 
made ahead of the handing down of a full report on the 
subject, carrying abstracts of testimony showing that there 
has been but little, other than the fact that there is a 
great war, added to the record since it was closed prior 
to the report and order which the carriers have asked the 
Commission to modify so as to allow the increase to be 
made, 

Commissioners themselves have discussed the subject 
with few persons except in the most general way, mostly to 
assure inquirers that nothing was imminent. 

The probabilities are that the report will be exceed- 
ingly short, no matter what the decision is. There is lit- 
tle, if anything, to say on the subject, because the applica- 
tion for a modification was filed before there had been 
any trial of the methods suggested by the Commission for 
increasing revenues. The tariffs allowing the five per cent 
increase to the C. F. A. roads did not go into effect until 
after the rehearing was nearly finished. The effect of that 
increase cannot be measured because reports of November 
business are not yet in hand nor will they be until Decem- 
ber is well along. 

The outstanding fact is that thus far no one has had 
the temerity to give the names of Commissioners who 
voted with the majority in the first decision, who will now 
say the carriers are entitled to the horizontal increase. 
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WESTERN CLASSIFICATION 


Official Docket of Hearings Before the Western 
Classification Committee on Applications 
for Changes in Ratings, Rules, Etc., 
in Classification No. 52 


The Western Classification Committee, 

R. C. Fyfe, Chairman; H. C. Bush, W. E. Prendergast. 

The Western Classification Committee will, on the dates and 
at the hours named, consider the following applications for 
changes in ratings, rules, etc., in Classification No. 52. Inter- 
ested persons desiring to appear and present arguments will 
be heard in the committee conference room, 1875 Transporta- 
tion Building, Chicago. 


TUESDAY, JAN 5, 1915. 


Docket No. 301—10:00 A. M. 

Fruits and the Manufactures thereof (other than fresh or 
green fruits, dried, evaporated or dessicated fruits or fruits 
preserved in alcoholic liquor), including Canned Fruits, 
Crushed Fruits, Preserves, Jams, Jellies, Fruit Butter, 
Olives, Cider, Vinegar, Vegetables and the Manufactures 
thereof (other than fresh or green vegetables, or dried, 
evaporated or dessicated vegetables), including Canned 
Vegetables, Kraut, Hominy, Pimentoes, Pickles, Catsup, 
Table Sauces, including Pepper Sauce, Capers, Salad Dress- 
ing, Mustard (prepared), Horse Radish (prepared), Syrups, 
Molasses, Brown Bread, Plum Pudding, Canned Meats and 
Canned Meats with vegetable ingredients, Canned Soups, 
Canned Pork and Beans, Canned Macaroni, Spaghetti or 
Vermicelli prepared with or without cheese, Mince Meat 
(including Mince Meat in raper packages packed in boxes), 
Canned Evaporated or Condensed Milk, Fish, canned, pickled, 
salted or dried, including Oysters and Clams (pickled or 
coved), Clam Broth and Clam Juice, in tin cans, in glass, 
or in stone, boxed or crated; or in bulk, in barrels, in kegs, 
drums, kits, bales or bundles, mixed C. L., minimum weight 
36,000 pounds, fifth class. 


Docket No. 302—11:30 A. M. 
Descriptions by Committee on Uniform Classification 
and ratings by Western Classification Committee. 








Rice: 


Cleaned: 
In single bags made of not less than 12 ounce burlap, ma- 


chine sewed or double hand sewed, L. C. L., third class 

In double bags, L. C. L., fourth class. 

In barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class. 

In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, 
fifth class. : 

Broken (Rice Screenings or Brewers’ Rice): 
In bags or barrels, L. C. L., fourth class. 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, 


fifth class. 
Rough: 
In bags, L. C. L., fourth class. ‘ 


In bags, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, fifth class. 
Rice Bran, Rice Meal or Rice Polish: - 
In bags, L. C. L., fourth class. 
In bags, straight or mixed, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
pounds, class B. 
Rice Hulls: 
Ground: 
In bags, L. C. L., fourth class. 
In bags, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, subject to 
Rule 6-B, class B. 
Unground (Rice Chaff): 
In bags, L. C. L., fourth class. 
In bags, C. L., minimum weight 18,000 pounds, subject to 


Rule 6-B, class B. 
(Cancels Items 6 and 7, Page 103, and Item 1, Page 237.) 


Docket No. 303—2:00 P. M. Proposed by shipper. 
Score Tablets, Paper, in boxes, bundles or crates, L. C. L, 


third class. 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, 


fifth class. 


Docket No. 304—2:30 P. M. Submitted by shippers. 
Typewriters, with or without covers,, in boxes, first class. (To 
cancel Item 8, Page 264.) 


Docket No. 305—3:00 P. M. 


Gates: 
Automatic Farm Gates, wooden, with fixtures, loose or in 


bundles, third class. 


Proposed by shipper. 


Docket No. 306—3:30 P. M. 
Vehicles: 
Self-Propelling Trucks, Warehouse or Platform: 
S. U., on wheels or in boxes or crates, first class. 
K. D., in boxes or crates, second class. 
(To amend Item 17, Supplement 5.) 


Submitted by shippers. 


Docket No. 307—4:00 P. M. Submitted by shippers. 
Chloride of Lime (Bleach or Bleaching Powder; Chloridated 
Lime, Hypochloride of Lime or Oxychloride of Lime): 
In pails, L. C. L., third class. 
In fibre or metal cans in barrels or boxes, L. C. L., third class. 
In bulk in barrels, L. C. L., fourth class. 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 
fifth class. 
(To cancel Item 4, Page 171.) 
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Submitted by shippers. 


Docket No. 308—4:30 P. M. 
Self-Propelling Vehicle Parts: 
Gear Frame Side Rail Channels: 
Loose, or in packages, L. C. L., third class. 
Loose, or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, 
fourth class. 


WEDNESDAY, JAN. 6, 1915. 
Docket No. 309—10:00 A. M. Proposed by shipper. 


Frames: 
Suit Case, iron or steel, in boxes or crates, fourth class. 


Docket No. 310—10:30 A. M. 
Descriptions by Committee on Uniform Classification 
and ratings by Western Classification Committee. 
Sprayers, Field, Garden or Orchard: 
Barrel or Tank, and Engine combined, horse drawn: 
S. U., wheels on, shafts or poles detached, in packages or 
loose, see Note, L. C. L., first class. é 
S. U., wheels off, shafts or poles detached, in packages or 
loose, see Note, L. C. L., first class. 
K. D., in barrels, boxes or crates, L. C. L., third class. 
In packages or loose, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, 
, subject to Rule 6-B, class A. 
Barrel or Tank, without Engine: 
Wheeled, hand propelled: 
S. U., wheels on, in packages or loose, see Note, L. C. L., 
first class. 
S. U., wheels off, in packages or loose, see Note, L. C. L., 
first class. 
K. D., in barrels, boxes or crates, L. C. L., third class. 
in packages or loose, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, 
subject to Rule 6-B, class A. 
Wheeled, horse drawn: 
S. U., wheels on, shafts or poles detached, in packages or 
loose, see Note, L. C. L., first class. 
S. U., wheels off, shafts or poles detached, in packages or 
loose, see Note, L. C. L., first class. 
K. D., in barrels, boxes or crates, L. C. L., third_class. 
In packages or loose, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds, subject to Rule 6-B, class A. 
Other than Wheeled: 
Loose, L. C. L., first class. 
In barrels, boxessor crates, L. C. L., third class. 
In packages or loose, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, 
subject to Rule 6-B, class A. 

Note: Small detachable parts must be in barrels, boxes or 
crates, or packed in sprayer barrel or tank. 

Sprayers, Field, Garden or Orchard, not otherwise indexed 

by name: 
S. U., in barrels, boxes or crates, first class. 
K. D.,, in barrels, boxes or crates, third class. 

Mixed carloads of two or more kinds of Barrel or Tank Spray- 
ers, in packages or loose, as provided for straight carload 
shipments, will be taken at the highest rating provided for 
carload quantities of any article in the shipment, minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds, subject to Rule 6-B. 

(Cancels Items 7, 8, 9 and 10, Page 247.) 


Docket No. 311—11:30 A. M. 
Descriptions by Committee on Uniform Classification 
with ratings by Western Classification Committee. 
Pipe and Elbows, Sheet Metal: 

Heating Furnace Pipe or Elbows (Air or Smoke Flues), iron, 

steel or tin, see Note: 

Double: 

In boxes or crates, L. C. L., first class. 
In packages or loose, C. L., minimum weight 15,000 pounds, 
subject to Rule 6-B, third class. 

Double, in packages or loose, and Single, side seams closed, 
in packages or loose, mixed C. L, minimum weight 
15,000 pounds, subject to Rule 6-B, third class. 

Single, side seams closed: 

Not nested, in boxes or crates, L. C. L., one and one-half 
first class. 

Nested, in boxes or crates, L. C. L., first class. 

In packages or loose. C. L., minimum weight 15,00Q4 
pounds, subject to Rule 6-B, third class. 

Single, side seams not closed, nested: 

In boxes, bundles or crates, L. C. L., third class. 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, 
fifth class. 

Note: Heating Furnace Pipe or Elbows includes Angles, 
Collars, Offsets, Shoes and Stackheads. 

Stove Pipe, iron or steel or tin: 

Side Seams closed: 

In bundles, L. C. L., class D1. 

In boxes or crates, L. C. L., one and one-half first class. 

In packages or loose, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 pounds, 
subject to Rule 6-B, second class. 

Side Seams not closed, nested: 

In boxes, bundles or crates, L. C. L., fourth class, 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, 
fifth class. 

Stove Pipe Elbows, iron or steel or tin: 

In bundles, L. C. L., one and one-half first class. 

In crates, L. C. L., one and one-half first class. 

In boxes, L. C. L., first class. 

In packages or loose. C. L., minimum weight 10,000 pounds, 

subject to Rule 6-B. second class. 

Stove Pipe, iron or steel or tin, side seams not closed, nested, 
and not to exceed a total of 8,000 pounds of Stove Pipe 
Elbows, iron or steel or tin, or Stove Pipe Thimbles, iron 
or steel, sheet or plate, or tin, in packages or loose, mixed 
Cc. L., minimum weight 36.000 pounds, fifth class. 

(Cancels Item 2, Page 219, and Items 14, 15, 17 and 18, Page 


e 


Docket No. 312—2:00 P. M. Submitted by shippers. 
Batteries: 
Dry Cell, Electric, Exhausted: 


In bags, barrels or boxes, L..C. L., fourth class. 
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In packages named or loose, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
pounds class C. 


Docket No. 313—2:30 P. M. 
Fence Posts: 
Iron or Steel: 
Plain, and Iron or Steel Fittings for same: 
Posts in packages or loose, Fittings in bundles, L. GC. Ia. 
fourth class. - , 
In packages or loose, as provided for L. C. L. shipments, 
straight or mixed C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, 
class C. 
Ornamental, in packages or loose, second class. 
Note—Iron or Steel Fence Posts, Plain or Ornamental, and 
Iron or Steel Fittings for Plain Iron or Steel Fence Posts 
may be loaded with carloads of Fence, of which they form 
a part, at rating provided for suth Fence. 


Submitted by shippers. 


(To cancel Item 27, Page 128.) 


Docket No. 314—3:00 P. M. Submitted by shippers. 


Rennets (Calf Stomach Linings): 
Dry, in barrels, boxes or tierces, first class. 
Saited, in barrels, boxes or tierces, third class. 


SUMMARY OF RAILWAY REVENUES 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

The Commission, December 3, gave out a complete 
summary of operating revenue, operating expenses, net 
from railway operations and net operating income for 
the month of September. At the same time it gave out 
the first summary of operations for October. The latter 
covers 93 roads with a mileage of 128,013, while the 
former is complete for all the roads, the combined mile- 
age of which is 228,041. 

Taking the partial summary for October, the follow- 
ing are the significant figures: 

For the country as a whole the operating revenues 
fell from $179,271,164 to $159,429,929. Expenses also were 
cut from $123,704,907 to $109,495,169. The net operating 
revenue fell from $56,566,237 to $49,934,760, or from $446 
to $390 per mile. 

In the eastern district, the gross fell from $81,551,650 
to $71,891,496. The expenses fell from $60,681,284 to 
$51,537,920. The net operating revenue fell from $20,- 
870,366 to $20,353,596, or from $580 to $561. 

In the southern district the gross fell from $34,926,866 
to $29,361,037. The expenses declined from $23,940,097 
to $21,814,281. The net fell from $10,986,769 to $7,546,756, 
or from $316 to $216, the greatest decline shown in any 
of the reports since the beginning of the business depres- 
sion and war. 

In the western district, the gross dropped from $62,- 
972,648 to $58,177,396, while the operating expenses de- 
clined only from $38,083,526 to $36,142,962. The net. fell 
from $24,709,122 to $22,034,428, or from $441 to $388 per 
mile. 

For the four months of the fiscal year ending with 
the report above mentioned, the operating revenues, for 
the country as a whole, declined from $681,454,537 to 
$639,917,642. The operating expenses declined from $471,- 
558,762 to $437,595,649. The net operating revenue de: 
creased from $209,895,775 to $202,321,993, or from $1,659 
to $1,581 per mile. 

In the eastern district operating revenues declined 
from $322,462,738 to $295,806,776, while operating expenses 
fell from $232,498,870 to $205,262,194. The net increased 
from $89,953,769 to $90,544,582. The net operating reve- 
nue per mile, owing to the increase in mileage, fell from 
$2.498 to $2,497. 

In the southern district operating revenue fell from 
$126,072,318 to $117,883,444. Operating expenses declined 
from $91,539,194 to $88,787,611. Net declined from $34,- 
535.124 to $29,095,833, or from $996 to $833 per mile. 

In the western district operating revenues declined 
from $232,929,481 to $226,227,422. Operating expenses fell 
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from $147,520,593 to $142,545,844. The net operating reve- 
nue decreased from $85,408,883 to $82,681,578. The net 
revenue per mile fell from $1,530 to $1,458. 

The complete summary for the month of September 
shows a decline, for the country as a whole, in operating 
revenues from $1,257 per mile to $1,182. The expenses 
declined from $853 to $780 and the net reyenue from 
railway operations declined from $403 to $401. The rail- 
way operating income, that is what was left after all 
expenses had been deducted, fell from $354 to $350 per 
mile. 

In the eastern district the operating revenues fell 
from $2,142 to $2,024 per mile. The operating expenses 
fell from $1,534 to $1,374 per mile. The net revenue in- 
creased from $607 to $649. The operating income in 
creased from $529 to $569. 

In the southern district the railway operating reve- 
nues declined from $943 to $859. The operating expenses 
fell from $674 to $642. The net revenue from railway 
operations declined from $268 to $217. The operating 
income fell from $232 to $180. 

In the western district operating revenues fell from 
$948 to $900. The operating expenses decreased $595 to 
$553. The net revenues from railway operations fell from 
$352 to $347, and the railway operating income declined 
from $312 to $306. 


SLOSS-SHEFFIELD CASE AGAIN 


THE TRAFFIO SERVICE NEWS BURRAU. 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. OC. 


The Commission on December 3 ordered a reopening 
of the Sloss-Sheffield pig iron rates from Alabama and 


, Tennessee furnaces to Official Classification territory. This 


was done upon the filing of a supplemental complaint by 
the original complainants, naming other carriers, and 
upon the petition of the carriers south of the Ohio asking 
that the Commission prescribe divisions of the rates de- 
creed by it in the decision in the case. The lines north 
of the Ohio thus far have declined to bear any of. the re- 
ductions ordered in the original decision, which amounted 
to a cut of 35 cents to points on the Ohio River and points 
in C. F. A. territory, of which the reduction to Chicago 
from $4.35 to $4 may be taken as typical. 

The additional* parties defendant now number 361, 
some of which were proposed by Attorney Wimbish for 
the complainants and some by the Commission, so that 
the effect of the reopening has the effect of bringing into 
question the adjustment of rates from the southern furnaces 
to all points in Official Classification territory. 

Some of the lines not named in the original com- 
plaint, but affected by the decision therein, voluntarily 
reduced their rates to meet the ones prescribed by the 
Commission, while other declined. By some routes the 
rate to Chicago is still $4.85, while by the lines named in 
the original complaint the rate is $4. There is very little 
pig iron tonnage moving. That is taken as explaining 
why lines not parties in the original proceedings have not 
met the lowered rates. Practically all pig iron rates from 
southern furnaces, except to the crossings, are now mere 
paper rates because the demand for southern pig is so 
slack. 

The supplemental complaint filed by W. A. Wimbish 
was made public a short time after the Commission issued 
its order reopening the case. The fact that such a supple- 
mental complaint had been prepared was published in 
the South, where the question is a more or less vital sub- 
ject, but it was held from the view of those interested 
until after the Commission issued its order. 








THE CHARGE FOR TRAP CARS 


Editor THE TRAFFIC WORLD: 

Apropos of the agitation for rates covering trap or 
ferry car service, it is deemed advisable at this time to 
call attention to some of the inconsistencies proposed 
by the carriers in the promulgation of their rates, as 
shown by the tariffs which have been issued to cover 
the service in question. The tariff which is before the 
writer provides as follows: 


(1) Freight in trap cars will be charged 4 cents per 100 
lbs., minimum $4.00 per car, in addition to the rate applicable 
from or to the main freight station of the road haul carrier. 

(2) It is contemplated, that trap cars shall be loaded to a 
weight of not less than 10,000 lbs., and in the event they are 
not loaded to this weight, the following additional charge will 





apply: 
9,000 to 9,999 lbs., both inclusive, add.............. $1.00 per car 
8,000 to 8,999 Ibs., both inclusive, add.............. 2.00 per car 


7,000 to 7,999 lbs., both inclusive, 3.00 per car 


6,000 to 6,999 Ibs., both inclusive, add.............. 4.00 per car 
5,000 to 5,999 lbs., both inclusive, add.............. 5.00 per car 
EsOUG CHR GOGO TB cccccccccccccvesscccccsceccceces 6.00 per car 

Except, that freight of a light and bulky character, when 
located to the cubic capacity of the car, will not be subject to 
_ additional charges imposed when weight is less than 10,000 

Ss. 

Charges as per rules 1 and 2 must be paid by the consignor 

outbound and the consignee inbound. 


It will be observed that if the car contains 10,000 
pounds, the charge is to be $4 for the car, based on a 
rate of 4 cents per 100 pounds at the minimum referred 
to. If the car contains less than 10,000 pounds, a gradu- 
ated scale is provided, fixing additional charges above 
the $4 arbitrary. In other words, a car containing less 
than 5,000 pounds will first be subjected to the arbitrary 
charge of $4 plus the additional charge of $6, making the 
total charge $10 for placing this car on the private tracks 
of an industrial concern. 


It is interesting to note that the tariff also states 
that the term “trap car” is applied to a car placed at 
an industry having an individual or private sidetrack and 
loaded with less-than-carload freight to a freight station 
or transfer point for handling and forwarding of contents; 
also to a car loaded with less-than-carload inbound freight 
from freight station or transfer point to an industry 
having an individual or private sidetrack. 

It also states that charges as per rules 1 and 2 must 
be paid by the consignor outbound and the consignee 
inbound. An example of how this will work out is shown 
by the following: 

Assuming that we have a shipment of less than 5,000 
pounds destined to Chicago, and we have an empty car 
on our siding, into which we load this material, we, as 
shippers, would be compelled to pay $10 trap car charge 
to have this car taken out of our plant, and the railroad 
company would be privileged to fill this car to its ca- 
pacity with freight moving to Chicago or other points, 
and when the car reached Chicago the freight which was 
loaded in the car by the carrier would be unloaded into 
the warehouse, and the shipment which we made would 
be delivered in the original car on the private tracks 
of the consignee in Chicago, at an additional charge of 
$10 for trap car service. Assuming that this shipment 
weighed 4,000 pounds and was subject to a first-class 
rate from Akron to Chicago, charges would be as follows: 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


The Open Forum 


A Department for the Discussion by Patrons and Friends of THE TRAFFIC WoRLD of Transportation 
Questions of Interest to Traffic Men Who Keep in Touch With the 
Times—Contributions Are ‘Welcomed 











Vol. XIV, No. 23 






ee Ca eas GE Bie. so so 5 os reed aA sae $10,00 
meee DAG ARTOn te CHICKRO® 5.66 6.05 6s decivesdosecee 16.40 
TEOD CAF CHOTES Gt CRICKED.. «a6 cc occccciviics senedess 







Total 

This would be at the rate of 91 cents per hundred, or 
almost equivalent to express charges, and the express 
company would very gladly call for the shipment and 
make delivery of the shipment at destination. Yet the 
Interstate Commerce Commission has recently ruled that 
express charges were too high and subjected them to a 
very severe scaling downward. 

Another illustration: Assuming that one of the lines 
on whose tracks we are located should make two trap 
ears at their freight station containing less-than-carload 
shipments for delivery to our factory, one containing 10, 
000 pounds, the other containing 4,000 pounds, and at the 
same time should receive from a connecting line a car 
for delivery to our plant, and the delivery of the three 
cars was made at one time by one engine and one crew, 
and placed on the same track, at the same platform, the 
result would stand out as follows: 


Paw thie TOGOR- OG GE i 6-5 ie oo5 cee heck sc cecisecoes $ 4.00 
Bee -the- SOP CGF 6 oc ks adipic beesicivecdee rece 
For the car switched from connecting line......... 

It is contended that on the 4,000-pound shipment it 
is necessary to charge $10 because the road haul revenue 
is less, and there is, therefore, less room for absorption 
of part of the cost of making the delivery; but, on the 
ear switched from the connecting line there is no road 
haul whatever to the delivering line and the charge as 
made would be just one-fourth of the amount which is 
charged for a trap car containing 4,000 pounds. 

There is a point in connection with this which must 
not be lost sight of. The trap car service sprang up by 
reason of the insufficient facilities that are provided by 
the various transportation lines in any busy community. 
Railroads were active in soliciting consignees to permit 
the making of trap cars in order to get the freight out 
of their warehouses and have them placed at the receiv- 
ing doors of the industrial concerns. This not only cleared 
the way for the handling of their freight, but automat 
ically relieved the carrier from any further responsibility 
as a carrier, or even as a warehouseman, by getting the 
freight out of his possession and into the possession of 
the consignee. 

In our own city, if all consignees and consignors 
were to discontinue the use of the trap car service, and 
dump their less-carload shipments onto the receiving plat: 
form of the carriers, and handle their inbound shipments 
over the delivering platforms of the carriers, the trans 
portation business in this city would come to an imme 
diate standstill, as the facilities are not sufficiently great 
to permit the railroads to handle the volume of business 
through their own private facilities. 

It is also interesting to note that the tariff provides 
that freight of a light and bulky character, when loaded 
to the cubic capacity of the car, will not be subject to 
the additional charges imposed when weight is less thal 
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10,000 pounds. It is difficult to determine by what mental 
processes it is conceived that merely because the freight 
is light and bulky that the actual expense of placing a 
car on private siding of an industrial concérn would be 
any less than if the freight were not light and bulky. It 
is true, of course, that on light and bulky articles the 
class rates, as a rule, are higher than they would be on 
heavier commodities, but the entire proposition seems 
to be utterly inconsistent and entirely without justifica- 
tion or reason. 

There’ is another fact which must also be taken into 
consideration. The present class rates have all been 
made with the knowledge before the carriers making the 
rates, that the trap car service existed and that the 
practice of making deliveries on private sidings has been 
in use for many years, and it is fair to assume that a 
rate made under those conditions is to all intents and 
purposes constructed to cover all of the possible con- 
tingencies that may arise in connection with the duties 
‘of a common carrier. 

The industries throughout the country have millions 
of dollars invested in their private tracks and the grounds 
necessary for accommodation of such tracks, and it is 
an acknowledged fact that were it not for the private 
tracks no railroad company in any active community 
would be able to handle any appreciable portion of the 
business offered, if it were intended, or desired, to handle 
the business on the private team tracks of the carriers, 
and it does seem that it is a rather far-fetched idea to 
penalize the industrial concerns which, at great expense 
to themselves, have provided terminal facilities to handle 
the immense volume of tonnage originating with the 
various manufacturing concerns throughout the country, 
for the benefit of the small shipper who may have a 
carload of coal for his private consumption or an occa- 
sional carload of lumber, or some other commodity, de- 
livery of which is made on the team tracks of the carrier. 

It is difficult to relieve one’s mind of the thought 
that agitators who are behind these questions are dis- 
playing their activity, not with a thought of the welfare 
of the community at large, but of their own particular 
welfare, in the hope that it may provide a remunerative 
position on or with the Interstate Commerce Commission 
or some state railroad commission. 

Many shippers are ready and willing to concede that 
the carriers are entitled to an increase in freight rates, 
but it is difficult to conceive of any shipper who believes 
that the effort to provide additional revenue by means 
of a charge for a trap or ferry car service, as outlined 
above, is the correct way of solving the problem. 

R. G. Kreitler, 
Traffic Manager, the Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co. 
Akron, O., Nov. 24, 1914. 


INFLUENCING THE COMMISSION 


Editor Tae TRAFFIC WORLD: 

Your issue of the 21st inst. contains an editorial 
headed “Influencing the Commission.” There are several 
Statements made in this article to which we, as interested 
parties, wish to take exception for several reasons. One 
of these reasons is that your publication is presumed 
to be non-partisan and to stand.for fair play as between 
the shipping public and the carriers. 

Another reason is, that you state you are not passing 
judgment, but are simply putting the question to your 
Su»scribers as to whether or not it is right and proper 
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for the National Federation of Implement and Vehicle 
Dealers’ Association and the Farm Implement News to 
exert their influence against the proposed cancellation of 
the “stopover” privileges. 

The writer has read your article over twice and it 
appears to him that between the lines you are defending 
the action of the carriers and criticizing the action of 
the shipping interests, who are going to be directly affected 
by the proposed changes. Surely nothing else is left 
for us to do but to strongly protest against the changes 
and ask the Interstate Commerce Commission for a sus- 
pension of the tariffs in question. 

Let us call your attention to one thing. Every imple- 
ment manufacturer, dealer, and the majority of farmers, 
are vitally interested in the proposed changes, and you 
know it has been preached many times that the carriers 
should at all times co-operate and work with the shipping 
interests for their mutual benefit. However, we are not 
aware of any instance where the carriers have discussed 
this matter jointly with the shippers, nor have they given 
any publicity to their intention to make this important 
change. 

On the other hand, the implement manufacturers, 
dealers and others have always stood ready and willing 
to discuss such proposed changes with the carriers at 
joint hearings of representatives of both the carriers and 
the shippers. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission has suggested 
more than once that the shipping public and the carriers 
should confer regarding changes of importance, but we 
know of no such conferences having been called by the 
carriers. As a matter of fact, the National Implement 
& Vehicle Association and some of its individual members 
pleaded for a hearing on this subject, a short time ago, 
but were told that tariffs had already been filed with 
the Commission. 

When a change in a well-established rule, like the 
one in question, is proposed, it is, of course, bound to 
bring forth a strong protest, which is only natural, but 
would it not have been much better if the carriers had 
discussed the effect of the proposed changes in advance 
with the shippers, rather than to take definite steps to 
file new tariffs with the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
without giving due notice to all concerned, and knowing 
surely that a strong protest would be made at the hear- 
ing of the Interstate Commerce Commission on the case? 

We would like to see where is the tendency to co- 
operate on the part of the carriers. 

J. Kanter, 
Traffic Manager, Avery Co. 


Peoria, Ill., Nov. 27, 1914. 


(We expressed ourselves poorly if the writer of the above 
communication is justified in. drawing the conclusion that we 
were defending the action of the carriers and criticizing the 
shippers in the editorial in question. We did neither the one 
nor the other. We merely pointed out that the action of the 
shippers in this case is the same as the action of the carriers 
that was criticized in the advanced rate case. We did not say 
in this editorial whether we thought such a course of action 
right or wrong, but in former editorials we have defended the 
action of the carriers from the violent attacks that were made 
at the time of the advanced rate propaganda. Our point is, 
that if it is wrong for the carriers it is wrong for the shippers, 
and vice versa.—Editor The Traffic World.) 


CANCELLATION OF STOPOVER 


Editor THz TRAFFIC WORLD: 

In a recent issue you quoted a telegram sent by Mr. 
F. R. Sebenthal, president of the National Federation of 
Retail Implement Dealers’ Association, and made editorial 
comments thereon. We hand you herewith a protest to 
Chairman Boyd of the Western Trunk Line Committee 
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sent by the wholesalers of Minneapolis, to which no ap- 
parent attention was ever paid, which will indicate the 
efforts made to bring about a conference on this stop- 
over cancellation before the tariffs were filed. 
Deere & Webber Co., 
By F. S. Pool. 

Minneapolis, Minn., Dec. 2, 1914. 

Following is the protest referred to in the above letter: 

Minneapolis, Minn., Oct. 21, 1914. 
Mr. E. B. Boyd, Chairman, 

Western Trunk Line Committee, 

Transportation Building, Chicago, Il. 

Dear Sir: The undersigned dealers and wholesalers 
of agricultural implements, vehicles, wagons, etc., at 
Minneapolis, protest against the cancellation of the stop- 
over on carloads of the above commodities for various 
reasons, of which a portion are enumerated below: 


Many dealers have insufficient capital to purchase a 
full car at one time, and with them it would discriminate 
against the small dealer, forcing him to buy small lots 
of L. C. L. freight. In many instances it would put him 
out of business altogether, because he would be unable 
to compete with his more wealthy competitor, who buys 
in larger quantities. In some cases, it would force the 
trade from a small-town to a larger town nearby. 


Where a dealer had insufficient trade to warrant the 
purchase of a full car, it would force him to invest more 
money than was really necessary and buy more goods 
than he could dispose of in the year; thereby it would 
impair his credit, add to his insurance cost, increase his 
taxes, make a larger cost of storage, give him a stock 
of goods to carry over which would deteriorate in value 
and condition the following year; would add materially 
to the cost of business and, therefore, it is contrary to 
business economics by increasing the cost of distribution 
and tending to increase opportunities for monopoly. 

To cancel this privilege would violate a time-honored 
custom, which has been in vogue since before the recol- 
lection of the signers of this protest, a plan upon which 
present methods of business have been erected, and which 
would be greatly disturbed by the change, which is so 
vital and so interwoven with the needs, that a change 
would materially injure business conditions at a time 
when we are confronted with a situation almost unparal- 
leled in the history of the world. 

To the dealer in the country, where the crops are 
poor and the conditions are so bad, he could not handle 


a full car, a condition forcing L. C. L. shipments would’ 


ensue, and there have. been times, even within the last 
few years, when the farming community was in such shape, 
through continued poor crops, that it has even been neces- 
sary for the county or the state to furnish the seed; for 
the railroads to transport the seed free; where the dealer 
had all of the money which he could possibly spare 
invested in goods which were out on credit, and here he 
would be forced to pay local freight charges because of 
the elimination of a stopover for which the railroads 
have, in the past, received compensation. 

To explain: There has always been,a $5 charge made 
for stopping a car to partly: unlead;. $5 is presumed to 
cover the cost to the carriers. While we believe this 
amount is ample and full remuneration for the service 
performed, if $5 is not right,:'thten'‘Some-figure which is 
right should be placed. We'tavé°no desire to ask for 
special privileges without ?éompeéensation: On the other 
hand, we submit that a stopover on agricultural imple- 
ments to finish loading or t6 partially unload is not a 
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privilege, but often a necessity. If ‘this stopover is open 
to everybody, there can be no discrimination. 

From the standpoint of the carrier, we believe it 
would reduce tonnage, because, in many cases, dealers 
would order but small lots when they would otherwise 
order a half car. It would thus increase the L. C. L, 
movement and enhance the ton-mile cost contrary to the 
conservation of net revenue. 

Under the present plan, dealers in small towns or 
in countries where the crops are poor, can combine their 
purchases and shipment can be transported in one car 
and prevent tying up equipment. 

It would increase the freight cost and increase the 
cost of goods to the consumer, without adding to the net 
revenue of the carriers. 

Vast sums of money have been expended by the 
government, the states, the railroads and other large busi- 
ness interests in advocating diversified and more intensive 
farming. Good implements are as necessary for the 
conservation of agricultural products as any other ele- 
ment. To unduly increase their cost to the farmer, with- 
out any increase in net revenue to the railroads, would 
tend to depreciate in value the plans which have been 
put forth for the good of farming communities, and the 
effect would be injurious to the interest of *the country 
at large, without benefits to anyone. 

The above are a few of the reasons which occur to us, 
at this time, and we trust that the stopover will be 
continued as such commodities need it, and, particularly, 
on agricultural implements. 

Respectfully submitted, 
























(Signed) 

Deere & Webber Co., by C. C. Webber, President. 

Parlin & Orendorff Plow Co. of Minneapolis, by T. E. 
Hawk. 

Acme Harvesting Machine Co., by H. H. Huffman, 
Cashier. 

Minnesota. Moline Plow Co., by A. C. Barber. 

Hudson & Thurber Co., by M. S. Thurber, Secretary. 

Brandt Manufacturing Co., by ‘M. S. Thurber, Treas. 

La Crosse Implement Co., by C. C. Shanor, Asst. Mer. 

Geo. A. Clark & Son, by G. Roy Clark, Secretary. 

Emerson-Brantingham Implement Co., by F. D. Moody, 
Manager. 

J. I. Case Plow Works, by M. Schibsby, Manager. 

The Studebaker Corporation of America, by L. Dav- 
enport. 

A. J. Dean Co., by Arthur J. Dean. 

Northwestern Wind Engine Co., C. P. Silloway, Presi- 
dent; L. B. Wood. 

Northern Rock Island Plow Co., by L. C. Smith. 

Waterbury Implement & Storage Co., by H. L. Barker, 
President. 

P. J. Downes Co., by P. J. Keating, Secretary. 

The Janesville Machine Co., by C. A. Hass, Gen. Agt. 

Northwestern Manufacturing Co., by M. F. Stern. 

Garden City Feeder Co., by William Recktenwald, Mgr. 

Challenge Co., by I. W. Kellogg, Manager. 

Herschel Roth Mfg. Co., by A. H. Roth,’ President. 

Lindsay Bros., by E. J. Fairfield. 

International Harvester Co. of America, by J. E. 
Leisses, General Agent. 















































The twenty-third annual convention of the National 
League of Commission Merchants of the United States 
will be held in Detroit, at the Hotel Cadillac, January 13 
to 15, for the election of officers and for consideration 
and discussion of problems affecting transportation and 
marketing of fruits, vegetables, butter, eggs, poultry, etc. 
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Conducted by 
CHARLES CONRADIS, 


General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau. 


In this department we shall answer simple questions relat- 
ing to the law of Interstate transportation of freight. Readers 
desiring special service by requiring immediate answer may 
secure Pe written answers to their inquiries by the pay- 
ment of a small fee, given on application. 

Address Legal Department, The Traffic Service Bureau. 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C 


Articles Too Long for Box Cars. 


Pennsylvania.—‘“Please refer to your answer to ‘Michi- 
gan,’ page 1028, Tue TRAFFc WORLD, Nov. 28, 1914, ‘Arti- 
cles Too Long for Box Cars,’ While rule 7 (c) O. C. No. 
42, provides for 5,000 pounds at first class rate, if this 
bundle of iron is bar iron, or any of the articles shown 
in ‘Note 2,’ item No. 7, page 157, of O. C. No. 42, the 
minimum is 1,000 pounds at first class rate.” 

Our correspondent is correct, if the article carried 
by “Michigan” comes within the description of iron and 
steel articles mentioned in item 7, Note 2, of Official 
Classification No. 42. This note expressly provides for 
loading the articles therein described, “on a box car” at 
the minimum charge of 1,000 pounds at first class rate, 
when the actual weight of the shipment.is less. 

* * Ey 
Liability of Rail Carrier for Loss to Shipment Received 
from Ocean Carrier. 


lowa.—“Will you kindly advise us in one of your 
issues whether carriers would be liable for the full amount 
of loss on an imported shipment? We have in mind a 
case of a shipment imported, reaching destination via 
the C., B. & Q., on which the carrier offers to make 
settlement on the basis of 60 per cent of the loss, as the 
loss in question might be with the steamship company, 
and they claim they would have no recourse against 
them. How does the law read in. regard to cases of this 
kind?” 

The liability of a common carrier by law is that of 
an insurer of the goods against all losses resulting from 
its own fault or negligence, and, as a consequence, there 
is no doctrine of law that discharges the carrier from 
such liability on the proffered payment of a portion only 
of the actual loss incurred. It has, however, grown into 
a custom with common carriers to assume a portion of a 
loss to a shipment moving over connecting lines in such 
instances where the law. does not impose upon the initial 
carrier an obligation to carry safely to final destination, 
and where it is not easy for the connecting carrier to 
show the exact condition of the shipment on its delivery 
to it. In such instances carriers frequently assume the 
responsibility of paying a given percentage of the loss 
claimed, in consideration of being fully released from 
any further liability, on account of their inability to 
prove full exemption from liability, or show how or where 
the injury occurred. 

The whole liability of the carrier beyond its own 
line is based upon contract, express or implied, or upon 
statutory law, and unless such a contract appears there 
is no liability. Where the place of destination is not 
upon the carrier’s route, and it receives the goods under 
a contract to send or forward them by its own route to 
the point most convenient to their destination reached 
by it, and there to deliver them to an agent or to another 
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carrier to complete the transportation, it cannot be made 
liable for the goods beyond the terminus of its own 
lines, and if it delivers safely to such agent or carrier, it 
will have complied with its contract and will be dis- 
charged from all further liability. A fortiori, if the con- 
necting carrier transports the goods safely over its line, 
or the goods were already damaged when received from 
the preceding carrier, the connecting or delivering carrier 
would not be liable. 

While under the Act to regulate commerce, common 
carriers are made liable for loss, damage, or injury to 
property caused by connecting carriers, and cannot re- 
strict their liability to their own lines, yet this law has 
application only to carriers who are subject to the act 
and receive property for transportation from a point in 
one state to a point in another state. Ocean carriers, not 
participating in through shipments, are not subject to 
the act, and, while the rail carrier receiving the ship- 
ment from the ocean carrier and billing it through to 
destination would be liable for any damages resulting 
over its line, or over those of its connections, yet it 
would not be liable for any injury to the shipment oc- 
curring while in prior transit by the water line. 

* * * 


Loading and Unloading L. C. L. Freight. 


Pennsylvania.—“Our local freight station has no fa- 
cilities or men for handling less-carload shipments, and 
nearly all of this material is loaded into or unloaded from 
cars on their siding by shippers or consignees, although 
a few shipments are left at the station and loaded by 
the railroad employes. Under these conditions are we 
compelled to load into cars or unload from cars, or does 
the delivery consist of unloading the material at the 
railroad station, and must the carrier’s agent accept bill- 
ing tendered in this way?” 

Rule 8 (B), sections 1 and 2, Official Classification 
No. 42, provides that “owners are required to load and 
unload all freight carried at carload ratings,” and “are 
required to load and unload heavy and bulky freight 
carried at L. C. L. ratings that cannot be handled by the 
regular station employes, or at stations where the carrier’s 
loading or unloading facilities are not sufficient for han- 
. ing.” 

Concerning .a similar rule in Western Classification 
No. 51, the Interstate Commerce Commission held “that 
the rule was worthy of fair trial, although lacking in 
definiteness. Under it the carriers should advise shippers 
at the time shipments are received what is expected of 
them with respect to loading and unloading. Section 
crews must assist shippers whenever possible and prac- 
ticable, but the public interest does not require that 
carriers in all cases should place their section crews at 
the disposition of shippers.” In re Suspension of Western 
Classification No. 51, 25 I. G. C. 442, 491 (see page 5 of 
the Jan. 4, 1913, issue of The Traffic World). 

* * * 


Carrier’s Liability for Injury in Transit. 


Washington.—“Will you kindly advise, through the 
columns of»THE TRAFFC WoRLD, whether or not there is 
any liability on the part of common carriers for damages 
under the following conditions; A car of a certain brand 
of shingles, loaded in good -order -and forwarded intact, 
was transferred by the carriers actount they not per- 
mitting their equipment to leave their rails, and by such 
a transfer a number of bunches of..shingles were broken 
and scattered about the car. On this a¢cotint the carload 
had the appearance of having been in a wreck and, upon 
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arrival at destination, was refused by the consignee, owing 
to the general appearance and his lack of facilities for 
putting the shingles into merchantable condition, and in 
consequence, the shipper was obliged to dispose of it, 
the resale entailing a loss, account of forced sale, ex- 
pense of regrading and putting the car into merchantbale 
condition and traveling expense.” 

Safe custody and handling of the property intrusted 
to it is as much the duty of the carrier as its convey- 
ance and delivery. Its contract is to deliver in good 
order; and if a transfer of the shipment is required, 
while in ‘transit, the carrier is bound to use all means 
at its command and all possible diligence for its preserva- 
tion, and if it becomes injured for the want of such 
efforts to preserve it, the loss will be attributed to its 
negligence. 

On the other hand, the fact that the goods are only 
injured in part, through causes for which the carrier is 
responsible, does not of itself justify the consignee in 
refusing to receive them, but he should accept them and 
hold the carrier responsible for the injury. If, however, 
the damage is such that the entire value of the goods 
is destroyed, the consignee may refuse to receive them, 
and either he or the owner, may sue the carrier for their 
value. If the shipper repossessed the goods and disposed 
of them at the best possible price, and the shipment 
moved under the Uniform Bill of Lading, the measure 
of damages would be computed by the difference between 
the invoice price at the place of shipment and the actual 
price at which the goods were sold, plus freight charges, 
if prepaid. 

* * * 
Misrouting Shipments that Could Have Moved Intrastate. 

Georgia.—‘“In reference to your legal department in 
The Traffic World, we wish to request that you advise, 
through its columns, regarding claim which we have filed 
against the Northern Alabama Railway Co. for overcharge 
on telephone poles moving from Russellville, Ala., to Five 
Points, Ala., on July 7, 1914. Russellville, Ala., is located 
on the Northern Alabama Railway and Five Points, Ala., 
is located on the Central of Georgia Railroad. The ship- 
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ment was not routed and had the transportation company 
forwarded the shipment via cheapest route it would have 
been forwarded via Southern Railway at Selma and Cen- 
tral of Georgia at Birmingham, as per Northern Alabama 
Railway. Local Freight Tariff No. 12, I. C. CG. No. B-646, 
Southern Railway Local Freight Tariff No. 5, I. C. C. No. 
9697, and Central of Georgia, Alabama Local Freight Tariff 
No. 9-A, I. C. C. No. 1878. This shipment, however, was 
forwarded via Columbus, Ga., and freight was collected 
on this basis. Our claim was declined by the Southern 
Railway Co., they referring us to Conference Ruling, Bul- 
1 tin 6, item 140. The shipment was evidently not for- 
warded via the most direct route, as we expected, and 
while the rates applicable via this route were filed with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, the route itself was 
intrastate.” 

It appears that the former rulings made by the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, as stated in rules 140 and 
251, Conference Rulings, Bulletin 6, to the effect that the 
Commission will not recognize, as a basis for reparation, 
any rate that is not on file with it, would have no appli- 
cation to the above-described shipment, if, as stated, the 
intrastate rate via the shortest and most available route 
was on file with the Commission. In addition, rules 140 
and 251 have been materially modified by a more recent 
decision of the Commission, as published in the case of 
Lathrop Lumber Co. vs. Ala. Gt. Southern Ry. et al., 27 
I. C. C. 250 (see page 382 of the June 28, 1913, issue of 
The Traffic World). In that case a carload of lumber 
was forwarded by the initial carrier from Fleming, Ala., 
to Huntsville, Ala., via an interstate route over which 
the rate was higher than via an intrastate route. The 
Commission held that “we are of the opinion that the 
previous decisions to this effect must be modified to the 
extent that, in misrouting cases, a lower state rate not 
on file with the Commission may be accepted as a basis 
for reparation when officially verified by the local author- 
ities. The rulings announced in Willman & Co. vs. St. 
L. I. M. & S. Ry. Co., 22 I. C. C. 405 (see page 348 of 
the Feb. 24, 1912, issue of The Traffic World), and in 
Conference Rulings No. 251 are modified accordingly.” 





| Docket of The Commission 


Note.—Items In the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are 
new and were not carried in the publication before last Satur- 
day. Cancellations and postponements announced too late to 
make the change In this Docket will Fe noted elsewhere. 


December 7—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner ae: 
7075—Verhalen & Co. vs. St. L. I. M. & S. Ry. Co. et al. 
7173—Armour & Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. = * 
7225—D. B. Zimmerman vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. et 
7226—D. B. Zimmerman vs. C. R. I. & G. Ry. a et al. 

December 7—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Watkins: 
1141—Esserman Bros. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 

1142—J. Kuttner & Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
1161—Bass & Heard vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 

December 7—Sacramento, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
aa Fruit Co. vs. Sou, Pac. Co. etal. (Also Fourth 

ection. \ 


December 7—Fort Wayne, Ind.—Examiner Waters: 
“ae Cooperage Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. 
et a 


December 7—New York, N. Y.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
Const al Commission Merchants of the U. S. vs. 
o. et a 
7140—Geo. Morrill Co. vs. Tex. & Pac. » ag et al. 
4360-—Berreté Mfg. Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. et 


December 7—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner ne tne 
7307—W. C. Norris vs. Ind. Harbor Belt R. R. Co. et al. 
7322—Producers’ Supply Co. vs. Midland Valley Ry. Co. 


December 8—Sacramento, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
6254—Ennis, Brown Co. vs. Sou. Pac, Co. 


December 8—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Watkins: 
7201—B. Mifflin Hood Brick Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. 
7222—Empire Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. B. & A. R. R. Co. et al. 


7295—Byrd-Matthews Lumber Co. et al. vs. Gainesville & N. 
W. R. R. et al. 


December 8—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Butler. 
a Metal Bed Co. _ VS. C.. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 
eta 
7180—Burson Knitting Co. vs. C1 I: & S. R. R. Co. et al. 
7289—Burson Knitting Co. vs. C. M. & G. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 8—South Bend, Ind.—Examiner Waters: 
7107—Powell-Myers Lumber Co. vs. St. L. S. "3 Ry. Co. et al. 
7325—Powell-Myers Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. 


December 8.—Oklahoma City, setae caine? Pleasants: 
7112—Barteldes Seed Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al 


December 8&—New York, N. Y.—Examiner J. eae Smith: 
7166—Standard Oil Co. vs. Lehigh Valley R. R. Co. 
7219—United Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. 
7231—Frank Reinert vs. Pullman Co. 


December 9—Sacramento, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
7196—Pioneer Fruit Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 


December 9—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Watkins: 
6883—Yellow Pine Sash Door and Blind Mfrs. Assn, et al. vs. 
Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


Dec. 9.—New York, N. eer J. oer. Smith: 
7240—Robt. H. Sizer Co. vs. A. C. . Co. et al. 
7284—Standard Oil Co. of N. Y. ae pe R R. Co. et al. 
%291—Oscar Heyman & Co. vs. Rutland vrnes. Co. et al. 

December 9—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Butler: 
7000—A. L. Greenburg Iron Co. vs. C i i ae me ee Oe al. 
7310—Andrew Jergens Co. vs. P. © C & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 
7072—Vaughn’s Seed Store vs. C. M..& St. P. Ry. Co. 

December 9—Argument at Washington, D. _ 

6540, Sub. No. 1—Butters Lumber Co. vs. C. L. B. BR. Co. 
6540, Sub, No, 2—Mullins Lumber Co. vs. ay Ry. Co. 
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6540, Sub. No. 3—Phosphate Mining Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. 
6852—Jewett, Bigelow & Brooks vs. C. H. & D. Co. ét al. 
7041—Peninsular Portland Cement Co. vs. Cin. Nor. Ry. Co. 
6146—Wait Talcott vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 
6435—Petit Salt Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
December 9—Kalamazoo, Mich.—Examiner ae 
os Foundry and Machine Co. vs. G. R. & I. Ry. Co. 
et a 
December 9—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Pleasants: 
7071—W. H. Wattam ‘and J. S. Wattam vs. Nor. Pac, Ry. Co. 


et al. 

ear H. Wattam and J. S. Wattam vs. T. & P. Ry. Co. 
et al. 

782—Dave C. Overfelt vs. T. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 10—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
6519—W. H. Small & Co. et al. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 
Sees Produce Co 7 T. & FP. By. o>... 
6693—L. Smith et al. vs, & P. Ry. Co. et a 
eo42—Rotan Grocery Co. vs. Tu L. & Tex. nk "& 9. S. Co. 

et al. 
6853—Imperial Valley Oil and Cotton Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 

December 10—New York, N. Y.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
7353—Nitro Powder Co. vs. West Shore R. R. Co. et 
7372—Natl. Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Assn. vs. Norf. Sou. 

R. R. Co. et al. 
|, & S. 517—Rates on onions from Big Island, N. Y., and other 
points to Pine Island, N. Y., and other points. 


December 10—Chicago, IIl. —Examiner Butler: 


7199—United Cigar Mfrs.’ Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. Co. sg #. 
Se vane Smelting and Refining Co. vs. B. 


R. R. Co. et al. 
7266—Great Wastes Smelting and Refining Co. vs. O. S. L. 
R. R. Co, et al, 


December 10—Grand Rapids, Mich.—Examiner Waters: 
a & Gay Furniture Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. 


7386 Nichols & Cox Lumber Co. vs. G. R. & I. Ry. Co. etal. 
€6703—McClintock & Co. vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co. et al. 


December 11—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner Le we 
6938—Cullman Commercial Club vs. L. & N » me Co, 
Fourth Section.) 
7006—Tuscaloosa Board of Trade vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. R. R. Co. 
et al. (Also Fourth Section.) 
7103—Tuscaloosa Board of Trade vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 


nee 11—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

E; S. 196—New regulations and practices governing the 
switching of coal and coke in carloads from connecting car- 
riers destined to certain points on the C. M. & St. P., located 
within the limits of the Chicago switching district. 

6513—Thompson, Ritchie & Co. et al. vs. Vicks. S. & P. Ry. 


et a.l 
6895— Watsontown Brick Co. vs. Nor. Cent. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 11—New York, N. Y.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
7393—Natl. Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Assn. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. 


et al. 
ae Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Assn. vs. A. C. L. R. R. 
o. et 
7385—Rose & Wobbe vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 
December 11—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner pale: 
7243—Chas. F. Murphy Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. 


et al. 
7303—J. W. Butler Paper Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. 


et a 
7393--Berry Coal and Coke Co. vs. m & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
7308—Cohn Bros. Cigar Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
7396—Lucowici Celadon Co. vs. Fla. BE. C. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 11—Detroit, Mich.—Examiner Waters: 
7272—Michigan Salt Assn. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 
December 12—Chicago, IIl. —Examiner Butler: 
7155—F. J. Lewis Mfg. Co. vs. Wabash R. R. Co. et al. 
7191—Thos. S. Smith vs. C. & O. Ry. Co. et al. 
—— Iron and Steel Co. vs. Norf. & West. Ry. Co. 
et al. 


December 12—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner Watkins: 
7193—Holland Blow Stave Co. vs. Ill. Cent. . R Co. 


(Also 


7292—-Standard Lumber Co. vs. A. B. ‘. A. Co. et al. 
7316—Chickasaw Lumber Co. vs. L. & N “Be Ys et al. 
7335—Scotch Lumber Co. vs. Mich. Cent. . Co. et al. 


December 12—Argument at Washington, ay ey 
7026—Oklahoma Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. vs. M. K. & T. Ry. 


o. et al. 
a oe Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
0 a 
6394——Wisconsin & Arkansas Lumber Co. et al. vs. St. L. I. M. 
& Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 12—New York, N. Y.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
7390—International Salt Co. of N. Y. vs. L. V. R. R. Co. et al. 
Fourth Section Applications: 
1547—Southern Ry. Co. 
1561—Norfolk & Western Ry. Co. 
1780—C. C. McCain, Agent. 
This proceeding is to be heard in connection with the case, 
International Salt Co. of N. Y. vs. L. V. R. R. Co. et al., 
Docket 7390. 


December 14—New York, N. Y.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith. 
6785—Martin Cantine Co. vs. C., H. & D. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 14—San Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
7380—A. Lachman & Co, et al. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 


December 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Bell: 
Ee eer of Commerce et al. vs. Buffalo Creek 
‘o. et al 
7197—Buffalo Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. 
Co. et al. 


December 14—San Antonio, Tex.—Examiner - ene: 
7069—Lone Star Brewing Co. vs. M. K? & T. Ry. Co. et al. 
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December 14—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Butler: 
7174—Coe, Converse & Edwards vs. B. & O. e os et al. 
7246—Chicago House Wrecking Co. vs. C. . & P. Ry. Co. 


oe Portland Cement Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. 
7204—Indiana Silo Co. vs. P. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 14—Baltimore, Md.—Examiner Waters: 
7161—Bartlett- -Hay-ward Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. = et al. 
6849—Atlas Coal and Coke Co. vs, P. R. R. Co. et al. 

6913—H. C. Jones & Co. vs. Nor. Cent. Ry. Co. et al. 
=a Freezing and Heating Co. vs..P. R. R. Co. 
et al. 


December 15—San Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
7383—Monarch Oil Refining Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 
7361—Welsbach Co. vs. A. C. R. R. Co. et al. 


December 15—Houston, ee Fea 
7121—South Texas Grain Co. vs. St. & M. Ry. Co. et al. 
7104—Houston Gas Co. vs. Nor. Cent. Ry. Poe et al 
7143—Tyler Produce Co. et al. vs. Int. % Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 15—Chicago, IIl. see ts Butler: 


6164—Swift & Co. vs. > T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
7165—Swift & Co. vs, & N. R. R. Co. 
7205—Swift & Co. vs. i & P. Ry. Co. wet al. 


3561—Swift & Co. vs. Sou. ~_. Co. et a 
7297—Walter R. Kirk vs. M. K. & T. Hy. Co. of Texas et al 


December 16—San Francisco, Cal_—Examiner Wood: 
7280—W. F. Boardman Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 
3785—Bancroft-Whitney Co. vs. C. N. O. & T. P. Ry. Co. et al. 


ae, 16—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner whisehinias 
. & S. 520—Rates on lumber from southern points to the Ohio 
* River crossings and other points. (This proceeding will 
also be assigned for hearing at Louisville, Ky., on a date 
to be hereafter fixed.) 
st emeerall Stinson Lumber Co. vs. St. L. I. M. & S. 


Ry. Co, 
7030—Memphis Freight Bureau ~~ ppemenes Lumber Co. et al. 
vs. St. L. I. M. & S. Ry. Co. et.al. 
December 16-17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
6381—Application of the Pennsylvania R. R. Co. (Panama 
Canal Act). 
6615—Application of the Erie R. R. Co. 
6616—Application of the Erie R. R. Co. 
6504—Application of the Lehigh Valley R. R. Co, 
6631—Application of the Lehigh Valley R. = Co. 
6570—Application of the N. Y. C. & H. R. —— ne 
6573—Application of the N. Y. C. & H. Re R. R. Co. 
6765—Application of the N. Y. C. & H. R. R. R. Co. 
6603—A pplication of the Rutland Re BR. Co. 
6624—Application of the Grand o ae Co. of Canada. 
6874—Application of the D. L. & W Co. 
December 16—Houston, Tex. inaanaiian: eae 
7022—Bland & Fisher Lumber Co. vs. Gulf, Colo. & Santa Fe 


Ry. Co. et al. 
7011—Bland & Fisher Lumber Co. vs. T. & N. O. R. R. Co. 


et al. 
7340—Standard Milling Co. vs. Int. & Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 16—Geneva, N. Y.—Examiner.J. eae Smith 
7111—Patent Cereals Co. vs. N. Y. C. & H . R. R. Co. et al. 
6462—E. A. Nordstrom vs. C. M. & St. Pp Phony Co. et al. 


December 16—Chicago, Ill._—Examiner Butler: 
ene Brewing Assn. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 


et a 
621s-"Omaha Packing Co. vs. C. M. & St P. Ry. Co. et al. 
7326—S. Ward Hamilton vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 


December 17—Galveston, Tex.—Examiner Pleasants: 

4924—-Galveston Commercial Assn. et al. vs. A. T. 
Co. et al. 

December 17—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Watkins: 
7304—City of Memphis et al. vs. C. R. I. ‘ “3 Ry. Co. et al. 
7358—Hooker Limestone Co. vs. N. C. & St Ry. 
oe Hardwood Lumber Co. vs. i ‘Cent. R. .B. Co. 

e 


December 17—Buffalo, N. Y.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
a Stewart Motor Car Co. et al. vs. Mich. Cent. 


. R. Co. et al. 
aa Stewart Motor Car Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R, R. 


‘o. et al. 
7365—Buffalo Specialty Co. vs. Wabash R. R. Co. et al. 
December 18—Memphis, Tenn., Examiner Watkins. 
7217—Lamb Fish Lumber Co. vs. Y. & M. V. R. R. Co. et al. 
—— Freight Bureau vs. Crescent Cotton Oil Co. et 
a 


5537—Anderson Tully Co. vs. Ala. & Vicks. Ry. Co. et al. 
7391—Fischer Lime & Cement Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


December 18—Argument at eee, >. £-: 

§922—Mitchell Coal and Coke Co. P. R. Co. et al. 

6886—Montrose and ~— Counties’ Freight Rate Assn. vs, 
D. & R. G. R. R. Co. et al. 

tenteee, and Dae Counties’ Freight Rate Assn. vs. 
D. & R. G. R. R. Co. 

esse—“Montrose” and Delta. Counties’ Freight Rate Assn. vs, 
D. & R. G. R. Co. et 

6788—“Suserior™ Mfg. Co. ve. ‘Cc. St. Pp. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. 


December 18—Buffalo, N. Y.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
7119—Corning Glass Works vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 
7149—Thomas Fitzgerald Co. vs. B. R. & P. Ry. Co. 


December 19—Williamsport, Pa. aes y- Edgar Smith: 
7239—E. Nerdi’s Sons vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 
December 19—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1. & S. 352<Rates on tomatoes from Jacksonville, Fla., to 
oa City, Mo., and other points 
- = 393—Rates on tomatoes from Jacksonville, Fla., to St 
n., and other points. 
6922—Industrial Traffic Assn. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 


& S. F. Ry. 





















































1064 


6921—Industrial Traffic Assn. vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 
6840—Doran & Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 
€818—Greer-Beatty Clay Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 
December 21—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Watkins: 
6390—Memphis Freight Bureau vs. St. L. I. M. & S. Ry. Co. 
et al. 
January 4—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
7305-—Globe Grain and Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
et al. 7 
7091—Chas. R. McCormick et al. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 
January 5—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
7346—M. S. Bulkley & Co. vs. Pac. Co. et al. 
7366—Thomas Motor Car Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 
January 6—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
1. & %. 180—Advances on tin cans and other commodities be- 
tween points in California and points in other states. : 
1. & S. 506—Rates on grain and grain products to stations in 
California. 
January 7—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Wood: 
7206—R. H. Herron Co, vs. Sou. Pac, Co. 
7369—Independent Ice, Feed and Fuel Co. et al. vs. San P., Los 
A. & S. L, et al. 
January 8—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Wood. 
1. & %. 526—Eastbound Trans-Continental Rates. 
January 12—San Diego, Cal.—Examiner Wood. 
7085—Mission Brewing Co. vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
January 18—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Wood: ‘ 
2864—Traffic Bureau of the Sioux City Commercial Club vs. 
A. & 9. R. R. Co. et al. 
§294—Kirby Lumber Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
January 19—St. Louis Mo.—Examiner Wood: 
7100—Cape Girardeau Portland Cement Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. 
R. R. Co. et al. 
7109—Cape Girardeau Portland Cement Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. 
R. R. Co. et al. 
1. & §S. 501—Proportional rates on grain products from 
Omaha, Neb., and other points to destinations south of Ohio 


River. 
January 20—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Wood. 
1, & S. 327—Scrap iron rates from New Orléans, La., and other 
points to the Ohio River crossings and other destinations. 
7394—Big Muddy Coal & Iron Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 


January 20—Chicago, I1l.—Commissioner Daniels: 
7090—in the matter of embargoes. 


DIGEST OF NEW COMPLAINTS 


No. 7280, Sub. No. 7. W. W. Montague & Co., San Francisco, 
vs. Southern Pacific. 

Ask for reparation under Los Angeles switching decision 

No. 7489, Sub. No. 1. Salt Lake Brewing Co., Salt Lake, vs. 
Eureka Nevada et al. 

Against the rates on empty beer bottles second hand, C. L., 
from points on the Eureka Nevada to Salt Lake. Asks for 
a rate not exceeding 20c and reparation. 

No. 7497. Pulp and Paper Manufacturers Traffic Association vs. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al. : 

Alleges unjust and unreasonable and unduly discriminatory 
earload rates on wood pulp and paper from mill points in Wis- 
consin and Michigan to markets in Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, 
Kentucky, West Virginia, Pennsylvania and New York. Asks 
for a cease and desist order and maxima rates. 

No. 7498. Christenson Imes Lumber Co., Hinckley, vs. North- 
ern Pacific et al. * 

Against unjust, unreasonable and unlawful 
and hard coal from head of the lakes to Hinckley, Minn. 
for just and reasonable rates and reparation. 

No. 7498, Sub. No. 1. Hawley Roller Mill Co., Hawley, Minn., 
vs. Northern Pacific. 

Against rates on coal from head of the lakes to Hawley. 
Asks for a reduction from $2 to $1.28 and reparation. 

No. 7498, Sub. No. 2. T. M. McCord Co., Royalton and Rice’s, 
Minn., vs. Northern Pacific. 

Against rates on rye from Royalton and Rice’s to Duluth. 
Asks for a reduction from 9c to 7.7c per 100. 

No. 7498, Sub. No, 3. Christenson Imes Lumber Co., Florence, 
Minn., vs. Great Northern. 

Against rates on hard and soft coal between Florence and 
head of the lakes. Asks for reparation. 

No. 7499. Alliance Alfalfa Hay Co., Denver, Colo., vs. Toledo, 
Peoria & Western et al. 

Against a Class C rate of 5c per 100 on hay from Colorado 
points to points shown in Poteet’s Trans-Missouri Territory 
Directory 1B, I. C. C. No. 286, as taking the ‘Mississippi 
River rate basis’’ as unreasonable and unjust. Asks for a 
cease and desist order, establishment of reasonable rates and 
reparation. 

No. 7500. Andrew A. Jacob Co. et al., San Francisco, vs. At- 
chison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. 

Alleges unreasonable rates and charges on millinery between 
points east of the Mississippi River and California, due to 
errors in classification. Asks for hearing, investigation and 
maxima rateS not exceeding $3 per 100, and reparation of 
$2,139. 

No. 7501. The Department of Traffic of the Commercial Club 
of Kansas City vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et al. 

Alleges unjust, unreasonable and unduly discriminatory class 
rates between Kansas City and points in Nebraska. Asks for 
cease and desist order and maxima rates and reparation. 

No. 7506. Buffalo Lumber Exchange and Buffalo Chamber of 
Commerce vs. Alabama Central Ry. et al. 

Alleges unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory transit 
rules, etc., against dealers at Buffalo, Black Rock, Suspension 
Bridge and related points. Asks for cease and desist order 
and just and reasonable rules and regulations. 








rates on soft 
Asks 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





Vol. XIV, No. 23 





PERSONAL NOTES 


John M. Ball, assistant general freight agent of the 
International & Great Northern Railway Co., was born 
at Wentzville, Mo. He began work for the Fort Worth 
& Rio Grande Railway at Fort Worth, Tex., as office boy 
in the auditor’s office in 1895. He studied shorthand at 
night and was promoted to be stenographer in September, 
1896. He was promoted to voucher clerk in 1897, same 
line, and revising clerk in 1898. In 1900 he became joint 
accounts clerk. He left the road in April, 1901, to accept 








JOHN M. BALL. 


a position as soliciting agent with the St. Louis South- 
western Railway, at Fort Worth, and became soliciting 
agent at Houston, April, 1903. September 1, 1904, he 
left to accept a position as soliciting agent, International 
& Great Northern Railway at Houston. August 15, 1906, 
he was promoted to commercial agent at Cincinnati; April 
1, 1908, to commercial agent, Denver; Aug. 1, 1908, to 
general agent, San Antonio; June 1, 1913, to general cotton 
agent, Houston, and Oct. 1, 1914, to assistant general 
freight agent, at Houston. 

Douglas C. Lawhon, the new secretary of the South- 
eastern Freight Association at Atlanta, Ga., is really not 
a new secretary, for he had been acting secretary for 
more than three years, during the illness of the secretary, 
Walter L. McGill, whose death occurred on Oct. 27, 1914. 
Mr. Lawhon was born in Atlanta Nov. 17, 1882, and is 
therefore 32 years old. Receiving his education in the 
public schools of Marietta, Ga., the Southern Shorthand 
& Business University and the Georgia School of Tech- 
nology, at which latter place he earned his tuition and 
other expenses through his position as stenographer to the 
president; he was employed: by the Atlanta Journal. He 
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December 5, 1914 









entered the railroad service April 1, 1900, since which he 
was, to Oct. 15, 1900, stenographer in division freight office, 
N., C. & St. L. Ry., Atlanta, Ga.; to Jan. 1, 1902, soliciting 
freight agent, Cotton Belt Route, Atlanta, Ga.; to July 16, 
1902, claim clerk of the Atlanta, Knoxville & Northern 
Railway, Marietta, Ga., and Knoxville, Tenn.; to Feb. 9, 
1903, stenographer to traffic manager, Tennessee Central 
Railroad, Nashville, Tenn.; to Dec. 1, 1905, traveling 
freight and passenger agent, same road, at Knoxville and 
Nashville, Tenn.; to March 4, 1907, chief clerk to general 
agent, Southern Railway, Knoxville, Tenn.; to Nov. 1, 1914, 
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official stenographer the Southeastern Freight Association, 
Atlanta; Nov. 1, 1914, made secretary of the association. 
Mr. Lawhon’s service on the Tennessee Central Railroad 
was under E. H. Hinton, the present chairman of the South- 
eastern Freight Association, who was at that time traffic 
manager of the Tennessee Central, and his work there con- 
sisted of traffic investigations as well as solicitation. 








A. F. Pilcher has been appointed general agent of the 
Rock Island lines at Sioux Falls, S. D. 

Eugene J. Henry is appointed western traffic man- 
ager of the Lehigh Valley Railroad Co., with office at 
Chicago. 

The title of J. M. Cousins, commercial agent of the 
Wabash Railroad at New Orleans, is changed to that of 
general agent. 

Herman H. Belz is appointed agent of the Union Line 
at Sioux City, Ia., in place of S. J. Alexander, resigned, to 
enter other business, the appointment taking effect De- 
cember 1. 

Herbert L. Fairfield has been appointed manager of 
baggage and mail traffic of the Illinois Central and the 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley, with supervision over the 
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handling of baggage, mail, express and milk traffic, with 
headquarters at Chicago. 

W. P. Wightman is appointed commercial agent of 
the New York Central Lincs, with headquarters at Cleve- 
land, O., vice George F. Clough, who died. 

Samuel W: Carder has been appointed commercial 
egent of the New York Central Fast Freight Lines, with 
headquarters at Omaha, Neb., succeeding J. J. Monks, 
promoted. 

William Gourlay has been appointed general traffic 
egent of the American Express Co., western lines, with 
headquarters in Chicago. 

H. L. Hudson has been appointed district agent of the 
Union Pacific at Seattle, Wash., and L. M. Foss has: been 
appointed district freight and passenger agent at Lewis- 
ton, Ida. 

The Kansas City & Memphis Railway announces that 
R. C. Hobbs is appointed general manager for the re- 
ceivers, vice O. C. Lisman, resigned, to accept service 
with another company. . 

I. L. Graves, coal freight agent of the Southern Rail- 
way, Atlanta, Ga., has been appointed general freight 
agent, with headquarters at Knoxville, Tenn., succeeding 
H. L. Miller, resigned, to take service with another com- 
pany. The office of coal freight agent at Atlanta has 
been abolished. 

Ross N. Beason, secretary of the Traffic Bureau of 
Utah, formerly known as the Salt Lake Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau, has resigned to become traffic manager for 
the Salt Lake & Utah Railroad Co., which operates an in- 
terurban railroad between Salt Lake City and Provo. 
The vacancy caused by the resignation of Mr. Beason has 
been filled by the appointment of H. W. Prickett, for 
several years identified with the bureau. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 





its regular 
monthly meeting November 19, with an attendance of 


“The Grand Rapids Traffic Club held 


150 members and guests. Each member received a book- 
let containing the constitution, by-laws and list of mem- 
bers, prepared and published by the publicity committee. 
This meeting had been designated “Commercial Night,” 
and an appropriate program was prepared by a com- 
mittee consisting of Jos. C. Potter, Jr., chairman; F. J. 
Greenley and L. M. MacPherson. Hugh Wilson, secre- 
tary of the Grand Rapids Trust Co., was in charge of the 
ceremonies. The principal addresses were made by Sam- 
uel D. Young, president of the Grand Rapids Show Case 
Co., and William H. Gay, president of the Berkey & Gay 
Furniture Co. Mr. Young said that any great factor in 
business like the railroad system of this country, which 
in 83 years had grown from 229 miles of trackage to 
360,000 miles, valued at $16,000,000,000, employing 1,700,- 
000 men, with an annual payroll of more than $3,750,000,- 
000, deserved something more than a milling, with the 
government, through unwarranted regulation, tearing 
«down on one side and the labor unions on the other. Mr. 
Young paid his respects to the element that is endeavor- 
ing to secure.a two-cent passenger rate, and declared 
that it is not cheaper service that the country needs, 
but efficient service, which cannot be given by the rail- 
roads on a two-cent basis. He considered it a grievous 
mistake to force the railroads, especially in sparsely 
settled country, to a two-cent rate. Referring to the seven 
years’ warfare against the railroads, Mr. Young admitted 
that several roads in the East had their own bad time 
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coming to them, but insisted that the whole railroad 
system of the country was not at fault and should not 
be made the “goat.” He lauded the Pennsylvania system 
for the work it has done in providing a good system and 
for the treatment it gives its men. The speaker referred 
to Louis D..Brandeis as a man whose sole ambition is 
to stir up ‘trouble for corporations of all kinds under the 
guise of being a friend of the people. He also spoke 
of the desirability of co-operation between shipper and 
railroad. William H. Gay gave a practical talk about the 
need of more local co-operation between shipper and the 
railroads. He mentioned a few points of discrimination 
in which local manufacturers have suffered. He spoke 
of the widening of the zone of shipping.with the great 
increase in railroad facilities, and of the problem in 
shipping that had come with the greater opportunities to 
ship. The Interstate Commerce Commission, he said, has 
done a good work, but even that agency, he said, cannot 
correct all the evlis until there has been brought about 
a uniform classification. L. M. White, general agent at 
Detroit of the Missouri Pacific, Iron Mountain, Denver & 
Rio Grande and Western Pacific, and A. H. Landwehr, 
general manager of the Holland Furnace Co., Holland, 
Mich., also made brief addresses. 


The Traffic Club of Chicago will have a smoker at 
8:15 p. m., Monday, December 7, at the Hotel La Salle. 


The annual meeting and election of the Transporta- 
tion Club of Indianapolis will be held Thursday evening, 
December 17, at Maennerchor Hall. The entertainment 
committee promises on this occasion to complete its term 
of office with “some show.” 

The Transportation Association of Chicago will elect 
Officers December 9, the polls being open from 9 a. m. 
to 8 p. m. There are two tickets in the field. Dinner 
will be served from 5:30 to 7:30 and good entertainment 
is promised. The association’s Minstrel show, November 
28 was successful. Following was the “roll of honor:” 


Interlocutor—C. J. Wiffin; ends—Roy Thompson, L. H. 
Mann, J. Berscheid, C. G. Theders, G. R. Nowlin, J. L. 
Higgins; chorus—John Bickel, F. H. Rohles, G. A. Miner, 
A. B. Smith, J. M. Davies, G. H. Keusch, G. E. Massey, 
C. M. Robison, I. S. Kessel, Dan Bloom, G. S. Thacker, 
J. B. Rogers, H. Goeppel, W. J. Brockway, E. C. Worthley, 
A. W. Kassel. 


The Transportation Club of Detroit will have a special 
meeting and noonday luncheon Saturday, December 12, 
at the Griswold House, to consider the proposition of 
changing the rules as to the time of the annual meeting 
and banquet. The question of renewing ‘the lease of 
club room at the Normandie Hotel will come up for 
discussion. 


SUPREME COURT DECISIONS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


The U. S. Supreme Court on Monday handed down 
opinions in several cases in which railroads were either 
complainants or respondents. From a human interest 
point of view, the most important of these decisions is 
that the receivers of the Frisco must stand trial on the 
indictments accusing them ef having violated the cattle 
_quarantine law on a shipment of cattle from Hugo, Okla., 
to Kansas City. A technical objection was raised to the 
indictments to the effect that the penalties of the law 
do not attach to receivers. The Supreme Court holds 
that they do. 
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In the case of the Louisiana Railway & Navigation 
Co.: against Martin Behrman, mayor of New Orleans, the 
court affirmed the decision of the state Supreme Court 
which enjoined the construction of a belt line in New 
Orleans by the railroad company because the city has 
already constructed such a belt line. 


In the case of the United States against Charles 
Lewis et al., indicted at Wyandotte, Kan., on a charge 
of breaking a federal meat inspection seal on freight cars, 
the court held that the law applies to all persons whether 
engaged in the packing houses where the inspection is 
had or elsewhere. The men accused of removing the 
seals must stand trial. 


In the case involving the right of the Minnedoka & 
Southwestern to cross the Minnedoka irrigation project 
without the cansent of the secretary of the interior, the 
court holds that, under the: general law, the common car- 
rier is not required to obtain the consent of the head 
of the Interior Department, but may go ahead with its 
building program without reference to him so long as it 
complies with the general law applying to rights-of-way 
across public lands. 


The employers’ liability law does not give the father 
and mother of-a trainman killed the right to sue and 
recover damages from a common carrier such as would 
have been the case had there been a wife and children. 
That is the substance of the decision of the court in the 
case of Lewis vs. Louisville & Nashville. In that case 
the father and mother recovered damages for the suffer- 
ing of their son, who died as a result of injuries. 


The Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf, as the producer of 
coal taken from Indian lands, is not compelled to pay 
two per cent tax levied on gross receipts, by the state 
of Oklahoma. The court held that the tax cannot be 
imposed on property held by the government and for 
the use of which the federal government exacts royalties. 

The judgment of the Oklahoma federal courts, which 
refused to enjoin the operation of the Oklahoma Jim Crow 
law, was affirmed. The lower court held the law con- 
stitutional, notwithstanding the section which provides 
sleeping, parlor and chair cars for white persons alone. 
Although a majority of the court expressed the opinion 
that the law was invalid, this was not decreed because 
of error in the previous proceedings. 


NEW ENGLAND CLASS RATES 


During the excitement at the end of November by the 
question as to whether the western advanced rates would 
or would not be suspended many lost sight of the fact that 
the Boston & Maine had placed on file its ICC A-1260, nam- 
ing increases in class rates between Boston and New 
York, to become effective December 1. While that tariff is 
the result of conferences between the Boston & Maine, big 
shippers, state and federal commission representatives, the 
New England public apparently did not become aware of 
the impending change until after it went into effect. Then 
it began making inquiries. Under the revised tariff, the 
first since 1910 so far as that road is concerned, first class 
goes up from 34 to 35, second from 29 to 30 and third 
from 21 to 25. Throughout New England drastic revisions 
are being made and the new scale that went into effect 
between Boston and New York is mild in comparison with 
some that will become effective because they are the result 
of negotiations in which the regulating officials are playing 
the part of conservators of the badly shaken New .England 
railroad system. 
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Failure or refusal on the part of the Commission to 

suspend the tariffs increasing commutation rates to Phila- 

delphia and Washington is expected to result in an appeal 

to Congress for legislation requiring the Commission to 

have a regard for the “needs of the shipper,” or, in this 
instance, the needs of the commuter. 


Many of the commuters bought houses in the suburbs 
because the carriers, for years, have maintained commuta- 
tion rates which enabled the home owners to live there and 
do business in the cities. Withdrawal of the fifty and 100 
trip tickets, the commuters assert in their protests, 
amounts to a confiscation of a large part of the equities 
they have in their homes because the higher rates make it 
impossible for them to live in the suburbs and they cannot 
find purchasers willing to take over their holdings except 
at a sacrifice in the price. 

These increases in rates are palpable additions to the 
cost of living.. The commuters can measure it exactly. 
The service is the same, but the cost is greater. It is nota 
case of a commuter’s family deciding that it is entitled 
to better clothes or better food and thereby increasing the 
cost of living. It is not a case of the “cost of high living,” 
but a plain increase in the cost of living. In the Willa- 
mette Valley, Sinclair and many other cases, the courts 
and the Commission have laid down the proposition that 
the fact that a railroad for a long period of years has 
maintained a given rate, is not a bar to its increasing it. 

In those cases the complainants tried to show that the 
action of the carriers constituted an implied agreement up- 
on which the business of the community involved had been 
built. And the principle which the courts and the Com- 
mission have laid down is that no matter if the business 
of a complainant or a community is destroyed by such 
higher rates, they cannot be condemned unless they are 
unreasonable or discriminatory. 

The commuters and their lawyers know the facts with 
regard to the Willamette Valley and Sinclair cases only 
too well. Congress is the body to which they are turning 
on the theory that the Commission will not find a way to 
prevent this addition to their cost of living. 

Congress has the power to declare that the long con- 
tinuance of a rate shall be regarded as prima facie proof 
that it is reasonable even if it is below the level of rates 
in other parts of the country for similar service. 

The Philadelphia commuters have called the attention 
of Attorney-General Gregory to the fact that the increases 
in that territory are the result of agreements by and be- 
tween the carriers, apparently in defiance of the anti-trust 
law. He, however, does not see any relief for them on that 
account. Conviction of the officers who conferred would 
not be a condemnation of the rates. The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, instead of condemning or discouraging 
agreements of that sort, has issued dozens of opinions in 
which it has said it expects the carriers to adjust their 
rates, the plain intent of such notices being that they shall 
consult for the removal of discriminations and that the 
removal shall be made concurrently and in the same de- 
gree. 

The commuters, however, are not the only ones who 
are talking of going to Congress. Chairman Bartine of 
the Nevada commission, in discussing the application of 
the railroads for permission to disregard the terms of the 
fourth section order No. 124, intended to bring the inter- 
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mountain rates down, said that only a feeling on the part 
of people in Nevada and other parts of the inter-mountain 
country that the Commission will “do the right thing” has 
kept them from making the issue a political one. Similar 
declarations are not unusual from other representatives of 
shippers, especially from the territory immediately west of 
the Mississippi river. 


IF LINCOLN WERE ALIVE TODAY 


Fourscore and ten years ago our fathers brought 
forth. on this continent a new industry, conceived 
by private invention and dedicated to the quasi-public 
purpose of moving persons and property from place to 
place. Now we are engaged in a great economic war, 
testing whether that industry or any industry so con- 
ceived and so dedicated can long endure. We have reached 
a crisis in that war. We have come to the point where we 
must decide whether our great steel highways, built and 
operated as private companies, and supervised by the 
government, can continue in their present form, and be 
allowed to earn a reasonable return on the fair value 
of the property devoted to the public service, or whether 
that business, encompassed by regulations impossible of 
fulfillment, shall be made unprofitable and then be taken 
over by the government. It is altogether fitting and 
proper that we should discuss this. But in a large sense, 
we should discuss it only with full realization of its 
economic affect, without bias, and with careful delibera- 
tion upon complete survey of the facts. The brave men, 
living and dead, who struggled to perfect the science of 
railroading have dedicated to society a. transportation 
machine that commands the admiration and respect of 
all mankind. The world will little note nor long re- 
member what we say, but it can never forget what they 
did. It is for us, who remain, to dedicate ourselves to 
the great task remaining before us, that we here highly 
resolve that their efforts shall not have been in vain, that 
this industry, under God, shall have a new birth of freedom, 
and that private enterprise, under public direction, shall 
not perish from our land. 


This paraphrase of the famous Gettysburg address of Pres- 
ident Lincoln is from the pen of Howard’Elliott, of the Salt 
Lake Route (S. P., L. A. & S. L. R. R. Co.). 


INDICTMENT AGAINST C. R. R. OF N, J. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICKR NAWS BURPAT. 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. O. 

A report to Commissioner Hall says that the federal 
grand jury at Newark, N. J., on Nov. 27, returned an in- 
dictment, in 200 counts, against the Central Railroad of 
New Jersey for granting rebates and concessions to the 
Lehigh Coal & Navigation Co. in the form of unpublished 


lateral allowances, in violation of section 6, which forbids 
the payment of aliowances not set forth in the tariff. 


The coal and navigation company annually ships more 
than four million tons. It owns an unincorporated rail- 
road, called the Lehigh & Susquehanna, which it leases to 
the C. R. R. of N. J. at a rental, so the report says, of about 
12 per cent on the investment. In addition it makes a 
lateral allowance of from 11 to 23 cents a ton on all coal 
shipped over the Central. The payment for coal from the 
Nesquehoning district, in which no switching is done, 
amounts to about $125,000 a year. The indictment covers 
only payments on coal from that district, which the report 
says would be unlawful, even if published. The total 
lateral allowance payments, the report says, under the 
lease, amount to about $435,000 per year. 
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Increasing Efficiency on the Short Haul 


New Devices, Suggestions and Methods for Increasing Efficiency in Freight Handling and Other 
Branches of Traffic Work. Contributions Are Welcomed. THE TRAFFIC 
WORLD Will Be Pleased to Answer Inquiries Concerning Any 
Device or Method Mentioned in This Department 


SHOCK ABSORBING DEVICE 


The following, taken from the New York Produce 
News of October 24, describes a device invented by B. 
Monesmith of Cresco, Ia., and George E. Cutler, a New 
York commission merchant, for protecting freight of a 
fragile nature from breakage caused by shocks in transit: 


“The second car of eggs disclosing the Cutler-Mone- 
smith transportation invention reached New York Tues- 
day morning and was examined by about thirty witnesses, 
including railroad experts and members of the trade. The 
contents arrived in perfect condition. Only one case of 
the entire lot showed damage, and this was due to a 
defect in the flooring, which was merely temporary and 
prepared only for experimental purposes. The damage 
in this case was external only and the contents were 
not broken. To show how well the eggs carried, a loose 
egg was inserted in the hay between the two sections 
of the car, and so little vibration occurred that the egg 
was unbroken when the seals of the car were removed. 

The experimental car was sent by Bert Monesmith 
from Cresco, Ia., and contained 416 cases. New York 
Despatch car 14388 was used and the shipment left Cresco 
October 14 and reached New York Monday, but was held 
over for Tuesday’s delivery. In the meantime the car 
had been switched in the Jersey City yards several times 
and re-iced there, so it was shunted more than the ordinary 
car is in transit. 


“Before the seals were broken George E. Cutler 
briefly explained the invention. A movable floor is pro- 
vided, upon which the eggs are loaded and the entire load 
disengaged from the car by means of rollers with shock 
absorbers at either end of the car, against which the 
superimposed floor and load rest. By this means the 
entire load is held as a unit upon the load-bearing surface 
and is carried in suspension between the springs. The 
system has not been worked out to mechanical perfection 
just yet and the two cars which have so far been re- 
ceived have merely been to test the theory, but despite 
this experimental application of the principle involved 
both cars have proved that the device will reduce break- 
age to a minimum and doubtless eliminate it wholly under 
normal conditions of traffic. 

“Mr. Monesmith, in packing the last car, spent about 
$35, including labor and material. He raised the ordinary 
floor racks upon 2x4s and inserted pieces of gas pipe 
under these in mortised places so as to allow for a flooz 
play of 2 to 5 inches longitudinally. At the ends of the car 
substantial buffers were inserted, something on the order of 
the ordinary bed spring, but much more substantial. The 
egg cases in each section were packed as in an ordinary 
car and the center space was filled with excelsior and hay. 
The egg cases were thus on a movable flooring, which 


allowed a free motion, back and forth, the jars and the . 


jolts being absorbed by the. bumpers at either end. On 
the floor of the car, under the movable part, could be 
seen the marks of the gas pipes, which showed the load 
had at least 5 inches of play. When the eggs were re- 


moved the floor could easily be moved back and forth 
with a gentle, easy motion, devoid of all hazsh jars. 

“The simplicity and cheapness of the installation were 
dwelt upon by Mr. Cutler. Where these devices are in- 
stalled in large quantities by the railroad, the cost of 
the equipment would be insignificant, and, as the equip- 
ment takes hardly any extra room, it could easily be re- 
shipped West, although Mr. Cutler advises the permanent 
addition of this invention as a fixture of the car. 

“The railroad officials who examined the car were 
enthusiastic over the absence of breakage, and many 
consider that the car apparently solves the problem of 
handling .eggs without breakage. W. A. Mann, attor- 
ney for the New York Central, who has given the ques- 
tion of egg damage much study, said that a great deal 
of credit was due Mr. Cutler and his associate, Mr. 
Monesmith, for their work. R. G. Stevenson, who has 
charge of the settlement of claims for the Trunk Line 
Association, was another interested witness, as was his 
associate, W. H. Weeks. 

“After examining the Cutler car an inspection was 
made of a mixed car of poultry and eggs which was 
packed by a well-known shipped in accordance with the 
general practice indorsed by the railroads. This shipment 
showed that the egg cases had been raised and shifted 
in position, which would not have occurred had car been 
packed as was Mr. Cutler’s. One of the railroad officials 
said that a compilation of the road’s revenue on eggs 
for a number of months showed that the egg damage 
claims were 26 per cent of the revenue. Ordinarily a 
car makes at least 50 trips a year, and if the Cutler- 
Monesmith invention were added, it could be installed 
for about the price of the average breakage on a single 
shipment. 

“In speaking of the matter to a News man later, Mr. 
Cutler said: ‘If the figures regarded as official in regard 
to egg breakage are correct, the average loss in breakage 
per car would be sufficient to cover the cost of the in- 
stallation of our simple system. Our invention is not 
confined to the transportation of eggs alone, although it 
was worked out while considering the handling of this 
particular commodity. Numerous other classes of freight 
in which transit breakage is a very large item are in- 
volved. The losses in handling these concern not only 
the railroads, but shippers as well. Our device, when 
in general use, will reduce to a minimum all breakage, 
accident, and even loss of life, due to transit shocks. In 
the shipping of live poultry it would be of particular 
benefit, as in handling this commodity in the ordinary 
car it would do away with the breakage of coops, suffoca- 
tion of poultry and reduce the general loss which is now 
sustained.’ ” 

Writing to Tur Trarrc Worvp, Mr. Cutler says: 
“You will be interested to know that we have now brought 
through from Cresco, Ia., a distance of 1,200 miles, two 
carload lots of eggs and one carload lot of eggs and 
dressed poultry without a particle of breakage or derange- 
ment, or shift of the packages in either one of the three 
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loads. On the basis of the average figures tabulated by 
the railroads, | we have saved the transportation com 
panies fully $150 in breakage on these three loads and 
we have undoubtedly demonstrated the fact that our load- 
ing device, if generally applied to freight transportaion, 
will eliminate wholly, or at least reduce to a negligible 
minimum, all breakage now occurring in freight trans- 
portation. I find this is running into stupendous figures 
in this country and that the savings of the railroads on 
breakage by the installation of our device would amount 
to far more than the amount involved in the five per cent 
rate advance that the roads are fighting for. 

“Another great pojnt about our invention is that it 
will greatly prolong the life of the car. Transit shock 
is not only breaking the freight, but breaking the equip- 
ment, as well. I believe that we would increase the life 
of an ordinary freight car at least 50 per cent, and pos- 
sibly 100 per cent, by the reduction of the transit shock 
by the disengagement of the various loads.” 


CONSULAR AND TRADE REPORTS 


Rosario Rates and Shipping. 


No information can be obtained from local representa- 
tives of shipping companies as to freight rates either from 
American or European ports. Agents state that all rates 
are established at the other end and are not shown on 
bills of lading. 

The firm mentioned above as importing cottonseed oil 
states that it has an annual contract according to which 
it pays 19 cents per cubic foot for transportation of oil 
from New York to Rosario. Cottonseed oil is received 
directly at Rosario only from New York. From similar 
sources it appears that freight rates from Italian and 
Spanish ports (patricularly Genoa and Barcelona) average 
about 40 francs per 40 cubic feet for oil. This is equiv- 
alent-to 19.3 cents per cubic foot. Rates vary, and this 
is only approximate. It will be seen that cottonseed oil 
is not at a disadvantage as regards freight rates. The 
rates mentioned were those obtaining before the war. 
Shipping facilities and freight rates have, of course, been 
profoundly affected. Nothing definite can be said in this 
connection for the present, and it is anticipated here that 
some time will elapse before conditions become settled. 

This holds true also as respects the possibility of 
regular direct importation of cottonseed oil and other 
commodities from southern ports, and particularly Mobile. 
Whether or not this is feasible depends on available 
tonnage on the one hand and reciprocal demand for prod- 
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ucts on the other. As regards available shipping faciii- 
ties, arrangements would have to be made in the United 
States. Local agents of companies maintaining steamship 
service between the United States and Rosario have no 
information on the subject. Provided regular service 
could be assured, it ought to be possible to import cotton- 
seed oil, lumber and metal manufactures, and probably 
other sauthern products, at Rosario. Up to the present, 
maize is the principal Rosario export which has been 
shipped to southern ports. Whether or not grain and 
other products of this region can find a permanent market 
in the southern states will be known there. 

With respect to the best means of furthering exports 
from the southern states to Rosario, reference is made 
to the discussion of the market for American goods con- 
tained in the last annual report from this office, published 
in Daily Consular and Trade Reports for June 19, 1914. 

Packing for Hongkong. 

American manufacturers and exporters do not exer- 
cise aS much care in packing: as those of European coun- 
tries, with the result that claims are frequent, and claims 
of this nature abroad are hard to adjust. The Hongkong 
& Kowloon Godown Co. of Hongkong has recently warned 
the agents of all shipping lines trading between this port 
and New York that unless there is a decided improvement 
in packing, the company will decline responsibility for 
cases of New York cargo. 

Facilities in the Far East. 

Goods are still being conveyed over the South Man- 
churian and the Chinese Eastern railways. For a while 
through traffic on the Russian lines was suspended, owing 
to the transportation of troops to Europe from Vladivostok 
and stations along the railway in Manchuria and Siberia. 
After the mobilization, traffic was resumed, but it is still 
subject to delays. Imports from the United States may 
be received as usual through Dairen, Vladivostok and 
Nicolaiefsk. 

Philippine Commission Rulings. 

An amendment to the rules governing the freight 
rates of interisland shipping has been adopted, making 
the avoirdupois ton or 40 cubic feet the unit instead of 
the metric ton or cubic meter. 

The Manila Railroad Co. has been authorized to in- 
crease its freight rates upon unpacked or improperly 
packed breakable freight. This ruling grew out of a 
claim for breakage of vitrified pipes shipped without any 
packing. 

A new rate has been fixed for cargo in transit on 
through bills of lading from the United States or foreign 
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ports while passing between Manila, Cebu, Iloilo and 
Zamboango. A: flat rate of $2.25 per ton or cubic meter 
obtains from Manila to Iloilo and Cebu, and one of $3 
to Zamboango. 

For the transportation of copra in sacks in transit 
on through bills of lading from the ports of Zamboango, 
Iloilo and Cebu to the United States or foreign ports via 
Manila, flat rates per ton or cubic meter have been fixed 
as follows: To Manila from Iloilo and Cebu, each $2, 
and $2.75 from Zamboango. 


PASSENGER INCREASES EFFECTIVE 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


Increases in single ticket passenger fares in Central 
Passenger Association territory went into effect on Dec. 1 
and the increase in 1,000-mile books, in the same territory, 
will go into effect on Dec. 7. 

The Commission, by means of a letter addressed to 
R. T. Kreipe, secretary-treasurer of the United Commer- 
cial Travelers, on the afternoon of Nov. 30, announced the 
fact that the Commission, after having considered the pro- 
tests against the increase on the mileage books, declined 
to suspend them and that therefore the increase in price 
from $20 to $22.50 would become effective on Dec. 7. The 
letter advised him that this declination, however, was with- 
out prejudice to the right of the traveling men, as an 
organization or as individuals, bringing formal complaint 
under those sections of the law saying that rates shall be 
just and reasonable and non-discriminatory. 


FOURTH SECTION ORDERS. 

The Great Northern and the Northern Pacific, on or 
before January 1, will have to iron out rates on: their 
lines in accordance with the rule of the fourth section. 
The Commission, December 3, issued its fourth section or- 
ders denying relief on applications filed soon after the 
law was amended. The lowering of rates to intermediate 
points must be made by the first of the year so as to 
comply with the rule that rates to intermediate points 
must not exceed those to the more distant points. The 
applications denied relate to rates on eastbound classes 
and commodities. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET. 
Hearing of Docket No. 6400, Merchants’ Assn. of 
Greenwood, S. C.. vs. So. Ry. Co., et al., assigned before 
Examiner Watkins, November 30, at Greenwood, S. C., 


was canceled. 
Hearing of Docket No. 524, rules governing redemption 


REVOLVATOR 


Reg. U. S. Pat. Off. 


In the warehouse, where all sorts of 
packages are piled and unpiled contin- 
ually, the method of handling is very 
important. The Revolvator will enable 
two men to pile goods, whether they 
run uniform in cases, rolls, etc., or not, 
better, quicker, cheaper and more safe- 
ly than four to seven men working by 
hand. 


It will pay you to investigate this 
machine. Write for Bulletin TR 28, 
“The Revolvator.”” 


N. Y. REVOLVING PORTABLE ELEVATOR CO. steSty cir, No 
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of mileage books, assigned before Examiner La Roe, 
December 1, at New York, N. Y., was canceled. 

Hearing of Docket No. 6405, City of Doerum, Ga., ys. 
Ga. No. Ry. Co. et al., assigned before Examiner Wat- 
kinson, December 2, at Macon, Ga., was canceled. 

Hearing of Docket No. 6985, L. Feenburg & Co. vs. 
A. & W. Ry. Co. et al., assigned before Examiner Pleas- 
ants, December 4, at Fort Smith, Ark., was, canceled. 


COMMISSION ORDERS. 


The Interstate Commerce Commission has denied the 
application for rehearing in Docket No. 5113, Colonial Salt 
Co. et al. vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et al., and 
the same against the Illinois Central et al. 

I. and S. No. 502, class rates between New York and 
Richmond, has been vacated as of December 10. 

Upon complainant’s request, the Commission has dis- 
missed the petition of the City of Doerun, Ga., vs. Georgia 
Northern et .al., Docket No. 6405. 


RAILROAD 1912 STATISTICS. 


The twenty-fifth annual report on statistics of steam 
railways for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, was 
placed on view for the public November 28. The Com- 
mission will distribute only a limited edition. There has 
been such a heavy demand for documents that the Com- 
mission’s printing fund is considerably reduced. Those 
interested will have to apply to the superintendent of 
public documents, 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


WANTED—Position as local or soliciting FREIGHT 
AGENT or in accounting department, by young man 
twenty-four years of age, with seven years’ experience 
with short-line roads in all departments. Familiar with 
I. C. C. classifications and F. C. A. rules. Would consider 
a position in traffic department. Employed at present. 
Al reference regarding ability and character. Address 
P. B. 171, The Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 

LTT TER ETE I AO RR EL TR RR CE TET OR a 

POSITION WANTED—Experienced RAILROAD MAN, 
age 28, married; 11 years’ experience as railroad and 
express agent and telegraph operator; now a La Salle 
Extension University student. Wants position with in- 
dustrial traffic department. Address S. V. 81, The Traffic 
World, Chicago, Ill. 


ARTHUR B. HAYES 
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 
COLORADO BUILDING WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Former member of the Department of Justice as 
Solicitor of Internal Revenue 


interstate Commerce Litigation 
a Speciality 
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CHE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, etc. 





Parkersburg Transfer & Storage Co. 


PARKERSBURG, W. VA. 


101-113 Ann Street, 
DISTRIBUTING AND FORWARDING AGENTS. 





Judson Freight Forwarding Co., Inc. 


CHICAGO . 433 Marquette Bullding 
ST. LOUIS . 1501 Wright Building 
Carload distribution to all railroads at Chicago and St. 
Louis without teams; L. C. L. shipments of machinery 
forwarded at reduced rates to all principal Western and 
Pacific Coast points. 


Terminal Transfer & Storage Company, Inc. 
U.8. Bonded Transfer {Mobile,-Alabama} 


Forwarding Agents and Distributors offCarloadjreight. 
Modern Storage Warehouses with track connections. 





D. A. MORR TRANSFER CO. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 
2114-2120 Central Street. 
TRANSFER, MERCHANDISE STORAGE, FORWARD- 
ING, DISTRIBUTION AND CITY DELIVERIES. 


Direct Connections With All Railroads. Fireproof Storage, 
Sprinkler System. 





BARNESON-HIBBERD WAREHOUSE CO. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


Main Office, 310 Sansome St. Telephone Sutter 940. 

China Basin Warehouse and Wharves, foot of Fourth 
St., with spur track. General Storage. Grain and Beans 
cleaned, polished and graded. Forwarding Agents and Pub- 
lic Weighers. Spur Track connection with all Railroads 
entering San Francisco. China Basin Warehouses and 
Wharves the only public facility in San Francisco where 
deep water, rail and public warehouse meet. No drayage. 





If you want the names of Warehousemen at 
cities not shown in this Directory, write 
The Traffic Service Bureau, 
Chicago. 


CHICAGO 
Jos. Stockton Transfer Co. 


536 The Rookery Building 


Teaming of Every Description—City Delivery Service 
and Carload Distributors. 





“THERE IS ONLY ONE WAY 











“tant Fie” UP-TO-DATE 


Buffalo Storage & Carting Coe. 


BUFFALO, N. Y. 


360-356 Seneca St. ‘“‘Unsurpassed facilities” for stor- 
ing, handling, transferring and forwarding goods. Tele- 
phone No. 633. ; 


Louisville Public Warehouse Co., inc. 
LOLISVILLE, KY. 


import ana export tfreignt contractors, transfer and 
reshipping agents, custom house brokers. Bonded and 
free warehouses. 





THE SOUTH WEST WAREHOUSE COMPANY | 


“The Largest Modern Warehouse West of Chicago” 
19th and Campbell Sts., Kansas City, Mo. 

Exclusively for Merchandise Sto: Forwarding and 
Distribution. Guaranteed Service. west rates im 
United States. Bonded and free warehouses. Write us. 
We like to answer questions. Our booklet, of interest 
to any concern doing a warehousing or distributing busi- 
ness, free for the asking. 


Pearce Forwarding Company 


GALVESTON, TEXAS 


Prompt service, courteous treatment, warehouse- 
men and drayage contractors. Package cars operated 
to southwestern points at reduced rates. 





Jones & Company, Inc. 


NORFOLK, VA. 


Storage, Forwarding and Distributing Agents. 
Rail and Water Facilities. 
All Steamers Can Dock at Our Wharves. 





The Benedict Warehouse & Transfer Company 


DENVER, COLO. 


501 SIXTEENTH STREET. 


DISTRIBUTION OF POOL CARS AND GENERAL 
WAREHOUSING. 





EXPORT BUSINESS 


Most manufacturers are waking up’ to the fact that this 
is an important subject and are reaching out for such 
trade. A competent Forwarding Agent can be of material 
assistance to manufacturers. 

We quote rates of Freight and Marine Insurance to all 
places abroad and shall gladly answer inquiries respecting 
Consular Regulations, Customs Duty, etc. 

G. W. SHELDON & CO., Chicago, New York, London, 
Liverpool, Paris, Havre, Boulogne-Sur-Mer. 
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SERVICE BUREAU 
A CHANGE IN NAME 418 &. Market Street 
oF Traffic Service Bureau 
Enlargement of Magazine’s Title Due to Federal, 2 one ey IN of he pevtetine at 
Trade Commission Legislation—Its Doings : 
to Be Included in This Journal’s Field faaty tn A@vense 
id the Philippines. 
Our sibectibeta will notice that with this issue} 
the name of this magazine has been changed to “Pub-: 
Tic Service Regulation and Federal Trade Reporter.”BING RATES 


leation to the Chicago office. Copy 
The change is due to the approaching énactment into any particular issue must reach 


lawsof the Federal Trade Commission bill and indi- coaies. ear en reach us not 
cates Gur purpose to cover a much wider "field, inclide ste 
ing, without any diminution in efficiency, the one we( BER, 1914 No. 9 
have been occupying and also the additional one 
opened by this new legislation. ATIVE HISTORY 
The bill.has passed both the House and Senate !\~ 
and is now in jected for concurrence in the: Sen- the Federal Trade Com- 
: as ..! Has Now Culminated 
ate amendments.” When the commission for which 
it provides is created and begins work, we shall: fur- Has Been Under 
nish to our subscribers, through a special correspond- 
ent in Washington, all its rulings and decisions. Its, 
jurisdiction jncludes all corporations and trade asso-' Correspondent) 
ciations doing an interstate business, except common history of the legislation that 
carriers and banks. When the commission actually, 9°t Just passed by Congress 
begins: work it is probable that this magazine will be- p reeanige: seems ae ok 
hsideration in the Senate for 
come, instead of.a monthly, a semi-monthly,' or per- ortant committees of the House 
haps weekly journal. In the meantime we shall fur-' which period exhaustive hear- 
nish to our subscribers all the preliminary news ‘Show that the Senate commit- 


concerning this addition to the machinery of the gov-,2#§ loné had in contemplation 
fommiss‘on, with powers over al 


ernment. P --ig an interstate trade similar to 


the powers exercised by. the Interstate Commerce Commis- 


mission over common carriers. 
During President Taft's administration, Senator Clapp, 


then chairman of the interstate commerce committee, in- 
De P artment 
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in in Congress 
Years 


troduced a resolution authorizing that committee to report 
to the Senate what changes were necessary or desirable 
in the laws relating to the control of corporations, persons 
or firms engaged in interstate commerce, and on July 26, 
1911, this resolution was adopted by the Senate. Under 
this order exhaustive hearings were held, during which 103 
persons gave their views on every phase of suggested trust 
legislation, and the printed reports of these hearings fill 
nearly 3,000 pages. 

Even prior to that time, on July 5, 1911, Senator New- 
lands had Introduced a bill (which was the original) pro- 
viding* for the creation of an Interstate Trade Commission. 
After the hearings referred to, Senator Newlands withdrew 
the bill in fts original form, and on Aug. 21, 1911, intro- 
duced a@ substitute therefor withi the same title and pur- 
pose. .At a still later date, Feb. 26, 1912, Senator Newlands 
introduced another bill to create an Interstate Trade Com- 
mission. This bill was tentatively taken up by the Senate 
{interstate commerce committee and amended in many par- 
ticulars, but the committee took no final action at the time. 

It was this bill, as tentatively amended by the Senate 
cominittee on Interstate commerce, which Senator Newlands 
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Coterace Bullaing After ‘this issue Public lig Service Regulation a: 
Copyright, 1914, Th Federal ‘Trade Reporter will be a semy monthly = 
Entered ee gy stead of a monthly magazine. This change is made 
in the interest.of our subscribers. We have felt, 
bs especially since the enactment of the legislation for 
Payable Inve =, Federal’ Trade Commission, the activities of which 
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- United States, Mexico, Cuba ® this magazine will follow, that we ought not to 


Canada 


Other Postal Union Gountries.. allow such long intervals to elapse between issues. 


- We shall, therefore, hereafter issue on the first and 
Vol. 3 NOVEM _ fifteenth of every month, and present to our read- 
ers all the news’ of interest in our field up to that 


ANTI-TRUS” date. There will be no change in subscription price 
: at present, eithér to new or old subscribers. 
Views of President Wusor on te Accomplish. 
ments of His Administration—Analysis by 
Former President Taft of the Federal 
Trade Commission Act—Expresses 
Approval—The New Laws Give 
New Life to the Nation, e & x 
Says Underwood : 
(By a Staff Correspondent at Washington, D. C.) 

The Federal Trade Commission Law, and its supplement, 
the so-called Clayton Anti-Trust Act, are receiving abundant c + ¥ 
attention at the hands of the leading statesmen and legis- Vv © 
latofs of the nation. This fact presages a quick realization 
by the business world of the scope’and potency of these laws. 
in‘view of this wide interest no Rip Van Winkle twenty 
years’ sleep such as was manifested in the appreciation of 
the importance of the law regulating interstate transportation 6 LA. ¥ 
is likely to mark the new trade enactment. 

Immediately after the passage of the last of the measures 
outlined in President Wilson’s legislative program of De-' 
cember last, he took cognizance of the event by reviewing 
the achievements of his administration at considerable length $ ‘ » 
in a letter dated October 17, addressed to Majority Leader: b * 
“Underwood of the House of Representatives, oo a CY ib son 

After expressing hi¢ warm admiration for the fidelity: ’ 


and intelligence with which Congress had carried out this 
legislative program the President says: ‘The program had: 


several distinct parts and many items, but, after all, a single 

purpose, namely, to destroy private control and set business 

free. That purpose was manifest enough in the case of the Q > a4 
tariff and in the legislation affecting trusts; but, though per- . 

haps less evident upon the surface, there it lay, at the very 


heart of the currency bill, too. May I not add, even though 
it lies outside the field of legislatfon, that that, and that 
chiefly, has been the object of the foreign policy of the gov- 
ernment during the last eighteen months?” 

This last statement divulges for the first time the inside 
motive of the policy pursued in dealing with the Mexican 
situation. But it is that portion of the President’s letter bear- 
ing on the Trade Commission and Anti-trust laws that is of 
chief interest here. Dealing with the motives which inspired 
these measures the President says: 

To Kill,Monopoty In the Seed. 

“The Congress has sought, in the Trade Commission 
bill and in the Clayton Dill, to make men in a small way of 
business as free to succeed as men in a big way, and to kill 
monopoly in the seed. Before these bills were passed the law 
«was already clear enough that monopolies onte formed were 





